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The Rev. Mr. Kicherer’s Narrative of his Mission tothe Hot- 
tentats. 


(Continued from page 299.) 


WHEN we frit entered upon our work, we labored to 
convince our hearers by arguments addre fed to their unders 
ftandings, but our endeavors in this way lad litde fuccefs. 
They cortinually raifed objeClions and dificulties. We then 
reforted to another method ; weiniiited chiefly on the dying 
love of Chrift, in the moft fimpleand affeOi mate manner ; we 
réprefented him as the all-fuflicient friend of lof aad helplefs 
finners ; tenderly inviting them to come to him that they 
might-be faved ; and-intreating them to give the fair trial of 
experience to our doétrine, by praying to Jefus. Since we a- 
dopted this method, the Lord has been pleafed to make the 
word effeftual to.many fouls. From timeto time our hearers, 
who were before impenetrable, came to us, and with tears ia 
their eyes, declared that they perceived, more and more, the 
truth and excellency of the gofpel which we preached, finding 
it to be the power of God to their falvation. This was par. 
ticularly the cafe of the tame Hottentots who occafionally 
heard us. About Chriftmas, 1799, feveral farmers from a dif. 
tance, came to partake with us, according to the Dutch 
cuftom, of the Lord’s Supper. Some of them had been awak. 
ened under the preaching of the Nev. Mr. Vofs, at Rodezand, 
but now came to our fettlement, becaufe it was nearer. The 
provifions they brought us were very feafonable and we fpent 
feveral days with them in the moft agreeable manner. 

My garden now began to affume a flourifhing afpe&, and 
promifed foon to enable me to fupply at leaft twenty guefts 
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with its produce, befides occafional food for the Bofchemen, I ¢ 
who, by the way, are no great admirers of vegetables. In. { 
deed they would {carcely eat them at all, if I did not fave them 
the trouble of cooking them, and take them to their huts rea. , 
dy for ufe. ( 


In January, 1800, I found it neceffary to take a journey to 
the Cape Town, for the purpofe of procuring the neceffary 
fupplies for my people, particularly clothes. I was forwarded 
by afriendly farmer, who furnifhed us with a waggon and 
oxen. A number of Bofchemen alfo, who had never been at 
the Cape, offered to accompany me. This afforded me great 
fatisfalion, as it was acertain proof that the fufpicions they 
had entertained of us were declining, and that they felt an 



















increafing confidence in us.* We travelled agreeably, though 
flowly ; cur company both old and young, being obliged to walk 
allthe way. When we fRopped at night, near a fountain in the 
defert, we enjoyed {weet opportunities in finging and prayer ; 
and when we entered the inhabited parts called Middle Rog- 
gehield (or Rockfield) the farmers collected the people from 
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* Mr. Kicherer, when in London, mentioned to a friend that 
such were the suspicions the Boschemen entertained of the Mis- 
sionaries at first, (wicked men having told them that the, weuld | 
be insnared and billed) that they would not venture to eat with 
tions invited a number of them to partake of a refreshment which 
hehad prepared for them. Having cut a large cake, he presented 
aslice to each of them. Not one of them dared to eat a morsel. 
Mr. K. perceiving this, and guessing at the reason, took a prece 
himself, and ate it befare them. fe then tald them that he had 
called them together, to assure them of his friendship, and to 
Jr form them that as they were all invited to eat cf that one cake, 
pe there was one Saviour, the bread of life, for [ottentots as well | 
es others, of whom they might freely partake, and uve for evers’ 
‘this satisfied them, and they cil received this token ef his lore 
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( 321 ) 
the adjacent country, who were glad of an opportunity te 
fpend the Lord’s day with us in public worfhip. 

On our journey we met a Hottentot fervant with fome faddle 
oxen laden with flour for our fettlement ; this was the prefent 
of a well dilpofed farmer, ‘and mult have proved highly ac- 
ceptable to Brother Kramer, whom I had been much concern. 
ed to leave at home almoft without bread. 


After about a month’s travelling, we reached Cape Town, 
having preached the gofpel of Chrilt every Sabbath-day as we 
paffed through the country, and have reafonto be thankful 
that it was rendered a bleffing both to Chriftians and Heathens. 
When approaching the Cape, my feelings diff :ed widely 
from thofe of my poer Bofchemen. I anticipated with de- 
light, the pleafing fcenes before me, but they were flruck with 
dread and difmay. - Some of the firft obje&ts which prefented 
themfelves to their affrighted view were feveral men hung in 
chains for atrocious crimes, and many of the Bofchemen were 
confcious of having deferved the fame punifhment. Their terror 
was foon increafed by beholding in a few days the public exe- 
cution of another malefaftor. I took this opportunity of ex. 
plaining tothemthe nature and excellence of European juftice, 
as an ordinance of God, who had appointed civil governors 
for the punifhment of bad men, and the reward of the good. 
This pacified them: they allowed the propriety of it, and [aid 
it would be happy for our fettlement inthe wildernefs, if a fi- 
milar order of things could be eftablifhed there, 

Soon after our arrival at Cape Town, I was called to preach 
at the Calvinitt church, a very capacious building, then over- 
flowing with a very genteel auditory. My Bofchemen, ac. 
companying me, were greatly ftruck with the large number 
of well-dreffed people, whom, in their fimplicity, they com. 
pared to a neft of ants ; and the found of the organ was at firft 
miftaken by them for the noife of a fw arming bee-hive. From 
that time they entertained a higher opinion of their minifter ; 
for, before they had been tempted to confider me asa beggarly 
fellow, who had come among them merely to obtain a livelir 
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hood. I embraced every proper opportunity of introducing 
them into Chriflian company, and religious meetings. They 
feemed to receive benefit upon all thefe occafions, being there. 
by convinced of two things, namely, that the doétrine I 
preached was agreeable to the common creed of Chriflians, 
and alfo, that Chriltians in general were far happier than Bof: 
chemen. I grant that thefe convidtions do not conftitute fav- 
ing faith in the gofpel; yet, in this inftance, they prepared 
the way for it. We waited on feveral of the chief magiittates, 
particularly Mr. Renefield, the Fifcal, by whom we were 
kindly received, and prefented with abundance of ufeful arti- 
cles, chiefly confifting of wearing apparel for my poor people. 
The Bofchemen, clad in their filthy Karoffes (or fheep fkins) 
fitting in a drawing room on filk covered chairs, or parading 
before large pier glaffes, were the objets of much good natur- 
ed mirth, as well as of fincere compafion. The Fifcal did us 
the honor of prefenting us to the governor, who was pleafed to 
fhew us great kindnefs. ‘The Bofchemen thanked him, in 
their way, for permitting Mifhonaries to come and teach them, 
no man before having cared for their fouls. 

it was now necellary to retura to our fettlement, but our 
journey proved very uncomfortable, the country being mun, 
dated by the copious rains which had lately fallen. At length, 
however, in the month of March, we regained our place, Hap- 
py Profpect Fountain, where we found our friends in good 
health and fpirits, for which we returned eur humble and 
heartfelt thanks to the Lord our Shepherd.* 

i cannot proceed without mentioning a peculiar event which 
took place during my abfence. The captain of the Bofche- 
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mien, namaed Vigilant, had come to our fettlement to seize a 
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fheep ashis due. Brether Kramer oppofing him, Vigilan, 


{tabbed the fheep, and then aimed a fecond thruft at our Bro. _ 
ther, whofe life was, however, providentially preferved by the 
interpofition of a girl ; who warded off the blow with her Ka- 
rofs. Vigilant, being feized by Brother Kramer, whom the 
Lord, on this occafion, endowed with unufual flrength and ine 
trepidity, was conveyed to the next farnter, Florus Ficher, 
who confined him with a view of fending him for trial te Cape 
Town. Efcaping from his keepers, he returned foon after I 
reached home, to our place of abode, foaming with rage, and 
calling upon his numerous horde to aflifi him in revenging the 
affront. Our fituation was now extremely critical, but we look- 
ed up to the Lord, who okferved our trouble, and in his great 
mercy fent us that very night my dear friend and brother, Mr, 
Scholtz,* from the Cape, together with a farmer and fervanis 


whofe timely arrival produced the happy eff & of driving this 


infuriated chief from cur neighborhood. On this occafion 
we witnefled the friendly difpofition of fome ef the Bofche- 
men towards us, for while our lives were threatened, many 
of them kept watch around our habitation. | 

Soon after this, Brother Kramer left us to go to y Hex River, 
and Brother Edwards departed to the Cape. I then removed, 
accompanied by Brother Scholtz, to Zak River, where we 
fat down the latter end of March, 1€00, all cur Bofcheme 
following us, At this place numbers of tame Hottentots came 
to join us.—Thefe people have a little property confifling of 
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* Mr. Schaliz continued with Mr. Kicherer for about three 
years, and proved highly serviceable yo him as his companion 
and assistant, particularly in teaehing the children. He returned 
with him to Europe, and is now about to prosecute his studies af 
one of the Dutch Universities, with a view to the ministry of 
the gospel, we trust, among the Heathen. the Society is under 
great oblig tions to Mr. S. for his disinterested ladors, and the 
advantages which the settlement derived fiom his respettable 
canneciions at the Cape. * 
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fheep and oxen ; the Bofchemen, on the contrary, fubfift en. 
tirely on the produce of the chafe, fuch as Tigers, Jackalls, 
&c. &c. or when thefe cannot be procured, on wretched rep. 
tiles or wild roots, and too often by the plunder of their neigh- 
bors. ‘Though we thus increafed in numbers, I cannot fay 
we increafed alfo in grace, for as yet, 1 frequently had caufe 


to fear that no abiding impreffion had been made on thefe fic- 
kle fouls, and I was in great heavinefs on this account. 


Juft then I received an invitation to be minifler at the Pearl, 
a rich village near Cape Town, with a handfome church.: 
My mind was grea‘ly perplexed, for I knew not whether I 
ought to confider this as a temptation to divert me from my 
attention to the heathen, or as acall from the Lord to a more 
ufeful ftation. In this ftate of my mind, that word was deep- 
ty imprefled: * Callupon me in the day cf trouble, and 1 will 
deliver thee, and thou shalt glorify me. Accordingly I com- 
mitted myfeif moft earneftly to the Lord, entreating him to 
give me clearnefs in this affair, and manage itfor me, My 
mind foon recovered its compolure, and | received a ftrong 
providential intimation that it was not the Lord’s will to fend 
sme to the Pearl as ftated minifter, fome difficulty being ftarted 
on the fubje&t, which I was not anxious to remove ; and from 
that very time the Lord vouchfafed to blefs mv labors in a re- 
markable manner, fo that many perfons whofe hearts had been 
harder than the rocks among which they lived, began to cry 
out ‘What mitst we dato be saved 7? Frequently in a literal 
fenfe, the verv hills refounded with their loud complaints. 

One of the firlt converts, at this time, was the old baftard 
Elottentot, John.* For fome time palt he felt a flrong incli- 
mation to come and hear the word of God. From this defign, 
{ome of the neighboring farmers, being carnal men, had eas 
deavored to difluade him; infinsuating that [ fhould certainly 
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* A bastard Zottentot does not mean a person of itlegitemate’ 
birth, but one whose parents are not both pure Hottentots, 


Me of them being of ancther natign 
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either fell or kill him. However, he could not refift his inter. 
nal monitor. Hecame and heard. Having fat a few days 
under the found of the gofpel, he began to cry aloud under 
the painful fenfe of his fins, which he compared for number to 
the fands of the defert. Indeed he had been an atrocious of 
fender. After he had for fome time mourned bitterly on ac- 
count of his tranfgrefions, he began to {peak of the love of 
Chrift to finners in general, and to himfelfin particular. This 
was now his darling topic all the day long, while his eyes 
overflowed with tears of love and gratitude. His heart was 
now fo entirely taken up with the things of God, that he could 
fearcely bear to fpeak of any thing elfe ; when fpoken to on 
fome worldly bufinefs he would fay—‘* Oh, I have fpoken too 
‘¢ much about the world, let me now fpeak of Chrift.” In- 
deed, he did fpeak of him, in a way that greatly furprifed me ; 
Iam perfuaded he never heard any perfon fpeak the fame 
things. He was moft evidently and eminently taught of God. 
In the mean time his walk and converfation were fuch as be- 
came his profeffion. In his heathenifh ignorance, he had four 
wives, and two at the time of his coming to ‘hear the gofpel. 
He came to me one day and faid, He muft put away his two 
wives. [ afked him why ? He anfwered, ‘‘ Becaufe when I 
*¢ go to God in prayer, my heart tell me itis bad ; aad Chirilt 
‘‘ more near to me than ten thoufand wives. I will fuppore 
‘¢ them ; [ will work for them; and will flay till Ged change 
** their hearts; then I will take the firft whofe heart be chang- 
“ed.” Aftera fhort but lively courfe of grace, which con- 
tinued five or fix months, the Lord laid him en a fick bed, 
from which he never recovered. He now infifled upon being 
carried to our place of worfhip, faying that as long as he could 
hear, he would endeavor to catch fome of the words of life. 
‘Two days before his death I wentto fee him, Iatked him 
how he felt. “ A little low-fpirited,” was his anfwer; ‘ for 
‘‘though I am fure that I have furrendered every inch of my 
“© own felf to Chrift, from the moment | firit faw his loveli- 
**mefs, vet Lam not fo certain, at prefent, whether he has ac» 
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‘cepted of my iurrender.” I endeavored to fatisfy him on 
this fubjeQt ; but he found no clearnefs till the day of his de- 
parture, when callisg on him again, he faid to me, “ O Sir, 
‘“‘ ] now fee that the Lord Jefus love me with an -everlafling 
‘‘love ; thathe has accepted of me, and that he will be my 
“« portion for ever ; and now, though the vileft funer on earth, 
‘‘relying on his blood and righteoufnefs, 1 will die, and go 
“\ Chrift, and there I will wait for you.” 
His eldeft fon, Cornelius, who was a fervant to a farmer at 
a diftance, came to vifit his father juftat this moment. He 
burftinto tears, and faid, ** Ah, my father die fo happy in Jefus, 
«¢ and I have no opportunity to hear his gofpel.” Moved by 
his forrow, I wrote to his mafer, requefiing he would permit 
him to come and live with us, I received a very Chriflian 
like letter from him, faying, that although he would not on any 
other account, part with his beft fervant, yet for the fake of 
the gofpel he would give him leave to come. Cornelius join- 
edus, and the Lord was pleafed to blefs the word of re. 
conciliation to his foul alfo. At firft he cried mightily 
to the Lord to forgive his fins, andthought to move him by 
the earneftnefs of his intreaties, yet he found no peace with- 
in, tillat length he learned that he could be juftified only by 
the blood of Chrift; he then obtained folid peace in the con- 
tempiation of the perfon of our Redeemer. His heart was 
filled with admiration, love and gratitude, and he felt a ftrong 
defire to proclaim our Seviour to thofe who knew him not. 
Indeed he thought himfelf ealled upon to forfake his wife and 
children, and go to diftant tribes to preach Jefus to them. For 
haifa year he ftruggled ageinf this impulfe ; his body wafed 
in this fecret confliét, for he concealed from every mortal what 
pafled in his bofom. At length, unable any longer to fuftain 
this burden, he fuddenly flung his knapfack over his fhoulders, 
sud marched offinto the wildernefs. Here he fell on his knees | 
to pray ; when thofe words came powerfully into his mind; | 
‘* Thou didft well that it was in thine heart ;” but it feemed 
added—* Go back to thy honfe and family, and firft try to 


“bring them near the Lord; after this [ will let thee know 
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« what thou fhouldit do.”  Accordingiy he returned home, 
where he conduéted himfelf in a pious manner, and I have 
reafon to hope that at fome future period he may become ve- 
ry ufeful to his countrymen. 

Ifmy time permitted, I could relate miny more inftances 
of the Lord’s gracious dealings with our people ; fome of 
them perhaps, may appear hereafter, in detached accounts, I 
muft notomit, however, the cafe of Eflher. Her original 
name was Tray, a Coranna by birth. When fhe made her firft 
appearance among us, I could fearcely perfuade myfelf the 
was of the human fpecies. Her whole carriage denoted bru- 
tality inthe extreme. Her Karofs, or fheep fkin parment, 
was the mott filthy Lever faw or fmelt. Many atime have [ 
thought, Surely it is abfolutely impoffible that fuch a being 
fhould ever be converted! But, where fin and wretchednefs 
abounded, grace was {till more to abound. Soon did her neni- 
tential tears begin to flow under the hearing of the word of 
peace, and when afked, Why fhe wept? the reafons fhe at. 
firned were always fo pertinent and proper, that I was cons 
vinced her underftanding was far fuperior to what Thad fup- 
pofed. After fome time, fhe found herfelf obliged to leave 

er hufband, who had three other wives, and followed us in 
all our future journies. For more than a year fhe continued 
to be uneafy under a fenfe of her fins ; but, at length, the 
Lord comforted her foul; fhe was baptized, and is become 
one of the moft aftive, induftrious, and ufeful members of my 
congregation. Her conduét is unexceptionable. 

About this time, feveral farmers having affembled at our 
houfe, to partaxe of the holy communion, a run-away flave 
made his appearannce. We foon difcovered who he was, and 
thought ef fending him back to his mafter, agreeable to an 
order of government. Ile, perceiving our intention, deter- 
mined to be revenged, and while we were at worfhip in the 
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church, contrived to poifon our well, Our 


tainly have been deftroyed, had nota little girl providentially 


watched him, when committing this atrocious act. She gave 
us timely notice; the flive was examined, and we found ia 
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his clothes the remainder of the Lae which w was a a fort of 
mofs, refembling human hair ; this powerful vegetable has the 
property of contracting the bowels in a convulfive manner, 
The culprit was fent to Cape Tewn, and we returned thanks 
to the Lord for this great deliverance. fi ip ES 

Another fingular efcape from death deferves to be recorded, 
In the evening of a day which was uncommonly fultry, ° A was 
fitting near an open window, when a concealed party of Bof- 
chemen, were juft about to difcharge a volley of poifoned are 
rows at me; but, by the fame girl who faved the life of Bro. 
ther Kramer from the dagger of Vigilant, they were detected, 
and mace. off in hafte. | 

During our continuance here, aman whofe name was Pe. 
ter Goeiman repeatedly vifited us from the great river, in ore 
der to hear the word. He long withftood the humbling truths 
of the gofpel, refufing to be itript of his own fancied righte- 
oufnefs, and fubmit to the righteoufnefs of God our Savionr. 
At length, however, he pielded ; and while at work with Mr. 
Scholtz, (being employed in making a dam for the water) 
confeffed that he had formerly hardened his heart againft the 
reprefentation of the gofpel, that he was in a miferable flate, 
being unable to do any good, as he now clearly underftood. 
He acknowledged that till lately he had been full of prejudices 
againft our dodtrine, having flattered himfelf that though he 
had done much evil, he had neverthelefs done much good 
alfo. But now, fince God had revealed this great truth to his 
mind. namely, that he had given his only begotten Son to be 
a facrafice for him on the Crofs, he had been gradually freed 
from his former prejudices, efpeciaHy under a difcourfe from 
Mr. Scholtz, in which the only fource of all good works, the 
love of God, had been explained, together with the utter in- 
wbility of a natural man to perform good works. “ From that 
time,”’ faid he, *¢] fought pardon for all my fins alone from 
“ Chrift, and in him-I have found it, Now, [ believe in Jefus, ~ 
‘Cand with to be his eternal property, now Iam aflured that 
* I thall one day be completely delivered from all my fin, and 
** enjoy eternal happinefs with Chrift.” Afkiog him, whether 
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he did not wifh to commend the truth to others? he replied 
that he did fo every day ; and that his wife already afforded 
him fome hope that fhe would yield to convi®tions, and this 
encouraged him, he added, to fpeak to others, declaring to 
them the name of that bleffed Jefus, who had done fuch great 
things for him. 

Before I conclude the narrative of my firft ftay at Zak Ri- 
ver, it is proper to mention another remarkable deliverance, 
which the good Providence of God afforded me, from the 
hands of a perfon who came to our houfe under the fictitious 
name of Stephanos, a Greek by birth, and who, for making 
bafe coin at Cape Town, had been fentenced to death, but ef- 
feéted his efcape from juftice, a few days previous to that 
which was Axed for his execution. The rumor of this affair 
had indeed reached my ears, and when he came to my houfe, 
in the abfence of the Brethren Kramer and Scholtz, who were 
gone fix days journey from us with prefents of tobacco, to ine 
vite more. Bofchemen to come and hear the gofpel, I thought 
I perceived tokens of guiltin his countenance, But his con- 
verfation was fo religious, and his pretence that he came to af- 
fift us.in building a chapel, fo plaulible, that { blamed myfelf 
for harboring any fufpicion, and therefore permitted him to 
fleep in the room next to my own. It fhould feem that he had 
contrived a {cheme to murder me, that he might feize on my 
waggon and goods, and then depart to a diflant horde. In 
the night, he actually approached my bed ; but the Keeper of 
Mfrael, who never flumbers nor fleeps, was pleafed fuddenly 
to roufe me in a fit of terror, in which I cried out to him, as 
if privy to his bloody defign. He was difconcerted; flam- 
mered an apology of a pain in his bowels; and then went a- 
way out of my houfe. In the morning I found he was gone 
off, having flolen my gun, and having taken with him many 
of the Bofchemen, whom he had feduced, by pretending that 
the white men were coming to be revenged on them; Bof- 
chemen, having always an accufing confcience, are ever rea- 
dy to take fucha hint. My Hottentots purfuing them, over- 
tock them in the defert ; a truce waa concluded, both parties 
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( 350 ) 
piling up their arms at fome diftance, when Stephanos was 
compelled to reftore my fouling-piece, and difmifs our Bof- 
chemen. ‘Thus, retiring from the country by himfelf, he was 
met by brethren Kramer and Scholtz, who obliged him to re. 
turn to Zak River with them. This involved me in a frefh 
difiiculty, and occafioned me much forrow ; for I was now eer- 
tain that he was the identical malefaGtor who had broken pri- 
fon at the Cape.* I begged my two brethren to keep the wretch 
concealed at a diftance from our premifes, with a view to ena- 
ble him to make his efeape. Inthe nightI met him, gave him 
my advice, fome provifion, and a bible, and fuffered him to 
go away towards the great river, little thinking what mifchiet# 
he would there do our caufe, of which hereafter. 


( To be continued. ) 


FOR THE VIRGINIA RELIGIOUS MAGAZINE, 





ON THE UNLAWFULNESS OF A MAN’S MAR: 
RYING HIS NIECE BY AFFINITY. 


WHETHER it is lawful or not for a man to marry the 
daughter of the fifter or brother of a former wife, is a queflion 
which has given rife to a good deal of difputation and uneali- 
nefs : and cafes, involving this queftion, have come before fe- 
veral of the higher counfils of the Prefbyterian church. Thofe 
venerable bodies have difcountenanced the pra¢lice, but have 
not given a very decided opinion on the fubje¢t ; nor one 
which is likely to free the inferior judicatories from the per- 
plexity formerly experienced. 


With due fubmiffion and refpeQ, I offer the following obfer- 
vations on the fubjed. 


‘She decifion of the queftion depends entirely, I conceive, 
upon the opinion we fyrm refpe¢ting another queflion, viz. 
Wicther our relations by affinity are to be confidered as near® 
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ly related to us, as thofe related in the fame way by abies: 
guinity. Few, it is expeéted, will contend that it would be 
lawful for amanto marry the daughter of his own brother or fif- 
ter. If, therefore, our relations by affinity in the fame degree, 
are to be viewed ina fimilar light, it muft be equally unlawful 
to marry the daughter of the brother or fitter of a former wife. 
Confequently, ifit is lawful to marry fuch an one, it muft be 
becaufe our relations by affinity are not as nearly related to us 
as thofe related in the fame degree hy confanguinity. | 


Refpedting the queftion laft mentioned it is faid in the Con. 
feffion of Faith of the Prefbyterian church, chap- 24, fec. 4 
‘ The man may not marry any of his wife’s kindred nearer in 
blood than he may of his own, nor the woman of her hufband’s 
kindred nearer in blood than of her own.” This I believe is 
exactly the fame with the civil law of the Romans, and the 
laws of all Chriflian countries. The following are the words 
of the celebrated Mr. Hutchinfon in his moral:philofophy : 


«© By the Roman law and the cuftoms of all Chriflians, marri- 


age is prohibited to all within the fourth degree.. And the 
degrees are thus computed: Perfons akin have had fome 


common parent : and as many generations as have intervened 
on both fides from this ftock, fo many are the degrees. In 


like manner, a man is prohibited to marry any fuch kinfwoman 
of his former wife as of his own, to wit. within the fourth de. 
gree.” | 
But thefe authorities, however refpeCctable, will not afford en, 
tire fatisfaction to inguifitive minds. Such will wifhto fearch 
things to the bottom and judge for themfelves. It may be pro- 
per to proceed a flep further; and enquire, 1ft. What appears 
to be the law of nature in the cafe ? 2ndly. What is faid on the 
fubje&t in the Scriptures? 1ft. What is the law of nature? 
The following are the principle reafons afligned by moral 
Writers, why marriage fhould not be between near relations. 
1. Becaufe, if marriage were lawful to near relations, their 
frequent intercourfe would afford a {rong temptation to un- 
cleannefs, 
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2. If permitted, it would frequently confound or invert the 

duties of relations, by fetting fome above others whom they 
formerly ufed to obey. 


3. Abftaining from relations in this voluntary contratt, eX~ 


tends the focial ties, and produces a greater number of family 
relations. , 


4, Itis found from experience, that marriage between near 
relations, efpecially if repeated, greatly weakens the human 
race, or, in other words, caufes the fpeciesto degenerate. 

The venerable Dr. Doddridge obferves, that the reafons 
above ftated are much ftronger againft the marriage of bleod | 
relations than thofe conneéted by affiaity, But to me it ap» 
pears, that this is true of the fourth reafon only. The other 
three are nearly, or quite as flrong againft the marriage of 
thofe related by affinity. But under this head, it is of import- 
ance that we fhould enquire whether it appears from the com- 
mon fentiments and feelings of mankind, that relation by afi- 
nity, 1s properly fpeaking, any relation a¢ ail, or fhould be, mn 
any cafe, a barrier im the way of marriage. Hit is not, then it 
would be lawful for a man to marry a woman, and after her de. 
ceafe to marry her daughter by a former hufband. Or it would 
be lawful for a man to marry the widow of his fon. Or for a 
fon after the death of his father, to marry his tepmother- A- 
gainft all thefé, nature appears at once to revolt. If then, re- 
lation by afiinity renders a marriage in any cafe unlawful, 
where thall we ftop? Or where thall we find a better rule than 
that laid down in the Confeffion of Faith, and the Roman law, 
above quoted ? 

2. Let us enquire what is fatd on the fubjeét in the Serip- 
tures. It is faid in Genefis, and repeated by our Saviour and 
his Apoftles, That a man and his wife are one flesh. Perhaps 
the bet comment upon the ftrong language here made ufe of, 
and indeed that which appears to have given rile 4o it, is, the 
account we have of the formation of the woman from a part of .. 
the man. It would have been equally eafy with the Almighty 
to have formed the woman of the duft of the earth. Doing it 
in the way he did, was therefore, probably, defigned to convey 
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fome afeful inftrudtion ; and fo it appears to have been viewed 
by Adam, Upon the woman’s being formed and bro’t to him 
and he no ‘doubt, acquainted with the circumftances, he faid, 
“This is now bone of my bones, and flesh of my flesh. . She shalt 
be caHed woman ; because she was taken out of man?” And as 

an inference from the tranfaction, it is added, ‘ TAerefore shall 
onitth léave-his father and mother,and shall cleave uhto his wife* 

and they shallbe one flesh. Further light appears to be calt on 
this fubjeG&, by the Apoftle in Ephefians, v. 21, ‘ So ought men 
to love sheir wives as their own bodies.’ Fe that loveth his 
wife, loveth himself for no. man ever yet hated his own flesh,’ &e 
This paflage, taken in, connection with that before quoted, 
warrants us to conclude, that the union between a man and his 

wife, is as clofe as can be between two perfons: that they 
are to be confidered, as making up but one body: and thac 

there is fuch a unity of intereft and feeling, that they are bound » 
to pay the fame refpeét to each other as to the members of 
their individual bodies. Confidered in this light, it af- 
fords a moft beautiful and interefting view of the marriage re- 
lation. Whena man enters into this conneétion, he thereby 
adopts all the relations of his wife. He partakes of her affec- 
tions, fy mpathies, and afflictions. He honors her parents, re- 
fpects her brothers, fillers, &c. as his own, Andin like mane 
ner, the woman adopts all the relations of her hufsand. This 
appears to me to be the light in which the marriage union is 
reprefented in the Scriptures ; and I conceive, it is the moft 
corre&t and beautiful ever known amonpll men. Let me ap- 
peal to the feelings of every one of fenfibility, who fuftains this 
relation, if it does not corref{fpond with their wifhes and feel 
ings. Is it mot highly apreeable to the lrufband to obferve his 
wife joining with him in affection and refoe& to his relations ? 
And can he feel fatisfied if this is not the cafe ? And is not the 
wife confcieus of the fame with refpect to her relations >—If 
the above reprefentation is juft, if the hufband, parsakes of 
his wife’s relations in the fame degree and to the fame extent 
with his own ; may we not conclude that he fhould obferve 
the fame rule in contraling a fecond marriage refpefing her 
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relations, that he does refpecting his own blood relations : and 
in like manner the woman, after the deceafe of her hufband. 
Death diffolves, indeed, the relation between the hufband and 
wife ; but it does not diffolve their connection with each. others 
relations. If it did it would be lawful for a man to marry his 
fon’s widow. 


But the paflage of Scripture which appears more decifive 
on this fubject is in Lev. xviii, 14, where a man is forbidden to 
uncover the nakednefs of his aunt by affinity, viz. the wife of 
a father’s brother deceafed. The words are, ‘ Thou shalt nat 
uneaver the nakedness of thy fathers brother, thou shalt not ap- 
praach his wife, sheis thine aunt.’ By uncevering the nakednefs 
here, there can be no doubt but marriage is intended. — Ef it’is 
not, the reftri€tions in this chapter only go to prohibit fornicas 
tion between near relations. Admitting that marriage is in- 
tended, two queftions may be raifed on this paffage, 1, Are the 
laws in the xvill. chapter of Leveticus now in force? 2, If 
they are, does that in the 14ch verfe, imply that a man is for- 
bidden to marry his niece by affinity ? 


As to the firt queftion, it is plain to me, from the third verfe 
of this chapter, and from the 24th verfe to the end of the fame 
chapter, that thefe laws were given becaufe the things prohi- 
bited by them were in themfelves evil and contrary to the law 


of nature ; and not from any peculiarity in the Jewihh polity, ' 


Confequently that they are of perpetual obligation. The cafe 
feemas to be different refpeCting the law in Deut. 25 which al- 
lows aman in a certain cafe to marry: his brother’s widow. 
The law laft mentioned arofe from a peculiarity in the fyftem 
ofgovernment. It was evidently defigned to keep up the feve- 
ral tribes and families, and thereby preferve the feveral inheri- 
tances diftingt. This prefervation of the tribes was neceflary 
until the coming of Chrift, that the fulfilment of fome of 


the prophecies refpe€ling him might be manifeft ; and par~ 
ticularly that in which it was foretold that he fhould fpring 


from the tribe of Judah. Butall thefe things are now fulfl- 
led, confequently the law is no longer in force. Admitting 
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then that the laws in the xviii. of Leviticus are now in forees 
let us fee fecondly, whether that inthe 14th verfe implies 
that a man fhould not marry. his niece by affinity, 

Mr. Scott remarks on the table of kindred under confidee 
ration, “It is obfervable, that the marriage of uncles with 
their nieces isnot forbidden, though from the fuppofed parity 
ofthe cafe, it is forbidden in our law.” J hat there is fucha 
parity inthe cafe as is mentioned by Mr. Scott, I fee no rea- 


}fonto doubt. If there is not, | fhould be glad to fee the dif 


parity pointed out; but it fhould be particularly oblerved, that 
Mr. Scott’s obfervation extends both to nieces by confanguie 
nity and affinity, There is no exprefs prohibition of either—. 
Inthe 12th and 13th verfes, a man is forbidden to marry his 
aunt by confanguinity ; but nothing is faid refpecling a niece 
marrying her uncle related in the fame wey. Yet few, it 
is expected, will contend that fuch a marriage would be law- 
ful; or that the parity of the cafe is nota fufficient ohje@ion 
apainft it. In the 14th verfe a man is forbidden to marry his 
aunt by affinity, viz. the widow of his uncle: And why may 
we not conclude by the fame parity as in the former cafe, that 
it is equally unlawful for an uncle to marry his niece by affi. 
nity ? 

In fhort, if we do not admit fuch a parity in the cafe, we 
mutt deny that the relation between uncle and piece is the 
fame as that between nephew and aunt: And moreover, if we 
deny fuch a parity, we mult admit that it is lawful for a man 
to marry the daughter of his own brother or filter. Lhis I con- 
ceive is the light in which the paflage under confideration was 
viewed by the framers of the Confeflion of Faith. And it is, 
1 believe, the conftruction which has been put upon it in all 


Chriftian countries. 

But were the evidence in this cafe more doubtful than it is, 
prudential confiderations alone, would be fufficient to deter 
one from forming fuch a conneétion. In the prefent flate of 
the world, fuch aconnefticn can feldom or never be necef- 
fary ; nor can it be more fuitable in,any refpe& than to marry 


foine one amongit the thoufands of thofe who are not related 
M 
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tous. Therefore, in abftaining from fuch connettions we 
fuftain no injury, and are in no danger of erring. But on the 
other hand, if we enter into them no one can fay but it may be 
wrong, and productive of evil to ourfelves and others. 

FOR THE VIRGINIA RELIGIOUS MAGAZINE. 

sedi . 

ON reading the Virginia Religious Magazine, my attention 
was particularly arrefled by an account of the death of two 
perfons, ftated in the latter part of the 5th number. The one 
a fage philofopher, the other a female Chriitian. 

[have often thought, that by comparing the death of the 
Chriitian with that of the infidel, obvious advantages would 
appear in favor of the religion of the crofs. It is not time to 
decide on the merits of a fyftem, when we have feen its influ. 
ence but partially tryed. Syftems may have fomething in 
them flattering to human nature in profperous circumftances, 
but they are valuable only in proportion as they meet the con~ 
dition of maf in all his various exigencies. That whith fup- 
ports and comforts in the moft trying and melancholy condi- 
tion muft be valuable. That which abandons the foul to hor: 
rors unknown before, fhould certainly be adopted with caution. 

In defcriptions of the death of the righteous and the wicked, 
I have met with few, ifany, where the picture is more fri- 
xingly drawn, and the cortiaft’ made more fuily to appear, 
than in the death of the above perfons. The one is pofleft of 
every advantage, which 13 generally thought by the world, 


3 


fuited to alleviate the diftrefles of the mind on the near and 
certain approach of desth. There is in man a propenfity to 
find out fome antidote or remedy to every evil. As no 
complete remedy can be applied to repel the eevil of death, 
they have had recourfe to fuch things as appeared to them eal- 
culated to alleviate its diflrefs. To this, have fyftems of phi- 
lofophy been applied—even foical infenfidbility has been re-- 
forted to, as the belt way to efcape the evil of what could not 
be avoided. Voltaire couid now recur to conSderations ofa 


philofophical kind, fuited to remove, as far as fuch were capa- 
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ble of removing, the impatience and dread of death. Befides 
his difciples and admirers, who through life looked up to him 
as fuperior and chief, were prefent with him, Their attach. 
ment to him as well as the honor of their fcheme, would no » 
doubt induce them to ufe every exertion to give him confola- 
tion. Every artifice would, doubtlefs, be employed to feed 
his vanity, as well as to fupprefs every painful apprehenfion. 

Being a man, it is reafonable to fuppofe, that he poflefled a 
greater fhare of fortitude in danger, than what is commonly 
the nortion of the female part of the world. But, with all 
thefe pillars, he finks in the hour of death! Difmayed and 
confounded, he then exhibits all the weakness of human nae 
ture. Bereft of all comforts he wears out with the horrors of 
his approaching doom. [rom dread of death and eternity, he 
doubly dies. How different the condition of the other. Un- 
verfed in fyftems of philofophy, fhe triumphs in the profpects 
ef immortality, the terror and difmay of the other. Poffcfiing, 
no doubt, all the timidity and weaknefs of her fex, fhe exhi, 
bits a patience and calm fortitude, unknown either to the hero 
er the philefopher. I own indeed, that impatiznce may fome- 
times be miftaken for fortitude. Under keen diftrefs and an- 
guifh men are anxious for a change ; if none elfe feems proba- 
ble, they may even long for death, that they may fleep in in, 
fenfibility. What men feel now they generally feel moft fen- 
iibly ; and death, the very king of terrors, may be ignorantly 
defired from an impatience of prefent fufferings. But this fup» 
politica muft be groundlefs in the prefent cafe. Impatience 
has no place here. She exhibits the fame tranquility of foul 
and {vbmiffion to God when the fymptoms of her approaching 
end were fo flight as only to produce a fufpicion of their real 
nature ; no keen diftrefs was then impelling her to defire 
death ; nor even in the fevereft anguifh, does her language be- 
tray impatience, but is full of pious refigaation to the will of 
God. The contralt between thefe two is ftriking in life, but 
it receives its fiaifhing touch in death.—To what are we then 
to attribute the difference? Zo the influence of truth—the 


truth of the gofpel—its confgliog promifes—its animating 
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profpects, in comparifon with which, earthly pomp and gran. 
deur finé out of fight, and in comparifon with which nothing 


in exiftence is more defirable. 


How ought we then to admire that goodnefs which has un- 
veiled eternity to man, fo as to carry his views beyond the 
narrow limits of time, and even animate him with the prof. 
peat of dying. —How confoling thofe truths which aced nei- 
ther philofophy nor natural fortitude to aidthem in the fup- 
port of the foul in death! But for thofe, eternity only, would 
have taught the things of itfelf, and that in a manner not to 
cheer, but to furprife and confound a guilty world ; conjeéture 
would have been fpent in vain; God and eternity would fill 
have been fhrouded in impenetrable night—man would have 
died in darknefs and have rifen in difpair.—But when God re- 
veals himfelf, all is eafy, all is plain. When the Gofpel fhines, 
life and immortality are brought to light—This makes us 
know ourfelves as well as inflructs us in the ways of God. By 
this we fee the path that leads to life, never difcovered by 


human fight alone, and by thisare we taught to thun the road 
that leads to deftruction. 


Hiow blind to his own intereft is he who reje dts this fource 
of the molt important information to man, and choofes dark- 
nefs rather than light—Such reap the dreadful reward of their 
infatuation and wickednefs. Darknefs follows them to the grave 
and leaves the benighted foul to enter etérnity without a ray 
ofhope. The condition of fuch is both to be dreaded and pi- 
tied—we fhould cautioufly fhun their courfe if we would ef- 
cape their end.— The way to die the death of the righteous is 
fiilt to dive the life of the righteeus.—For this the Gofpel is the 
caly and complete director—* Search the Scriptures,”—Let 
us live by faith upon their promifes, and they will always be 
found a fufficient fupport in times of trial— They will refreth 
the heart like ‘ the fhadow ofa great rock in a thirfly lan ‘i 
When fear thall furprife the hypocrite in death, thefe remove 
the diflreflzs of the pious foul, &nd enable him calmly to de- 
{cena to the grave, with a firm belief of a glorious refurrec- 
tion. R. 
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¥ROM THE GENZRAL ASSEMBLY’S MAGAZINE, 


ee ee 


REMARKS ON THE LATE REVIVALS OF RELI- 
GION. 


THE glory of Chrift and the fuccefs of his kingdom, of all 
things lie neareft to the heart of a chriftian while he lives and 
acts in charafter ; and this does not depend on one or two, 
but on many caufes. We are told in prophecy, that his peo- 
ple fhall dwell alone, and fhall not be reckoned among the na- 
tions ; and by our Lord, that they are not of the world, but 
that he has chofen them out of the world, and therefore the 
world hates them, It is therefore perfeftly natural to fee their 
attention much engaged with what we have heard for years 
paft from fo many diftant parts of our country, of a revival of 
religion and the oppofition made to it ; nor is it firange to fee 
a valt difference of opinions. This emboldens me to give my 
opinion very briefly through your magazine; and I have in 
my eye, not the profane and ignorant, who care for none of 
thefe things, but rather very many who think all they hear is 
new, flrarge and out of the common way in which they have 
been ufed tohear, think and fpeak, and therefore doubtful; 
and it is true that there has not been any very great or uncom. 
mon revival of religion here within the memories of moft who 
are now living. But if we think a moment, I prefume we fhall 
allagree that the converfion of any finner is, in a certain fenfe, 
a miracle. Now can any thing be more weak or wrong, than 
to lay down a uniform rule how that is to be done which is 
quite above nature ? Yet this is the very difpofition of human 


nature. It is never fo ardent to do any thing as that which | 


cannot be done, either in fpiritual or temporal things % wit- 


nefs the long purfuit after the difcovery of a perpetual motion, _ 


&c. But fay fome, falling down and crying out, we do not 
underftand. I fuppofe neither did the apoftle Paul until after 
he did fall and rife again ; nor the jailer who fel: at his feet 
afterwards ; the Pfalmill was made to roar through the dif- 
@victacfs of his heart, and Habakkuk quivered and rottennels 
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entered into his bones, Now, what if thefe peculiar circum. 
flances had not happened to them? thefe things in themfelves 





were not their converfion ; the want of them would not have 
hiadered it, had it pleafed God to fubftitute fomething in their 
place, There was fire, ftorm and earthquake, but the Lord 
was not in them, vet they wect before the full {mall voice. If 
we read the accounts of the converfion of Luther, Junius, 
Beza, Bolton, Latimer, and Ha!yburton, we fhall find many 
peculiarities for which no Scripture examples can be given. 
Eat will any man fay for want of that all was a delufion with 
them? I prefume not. But fay fome, a divifion has taken 
place in Kentucky among the friends of this work, it will all 
end where it began. But how would it have done if the church 
had objected to the Apoftles becaufe they once hada thief and 
a traitor among them? or to John, the laft of them, becaufe a 
party went out from him that never truly bolonged to him ? 
There are a few in Kentucky caft out of the church, or rather, 
who have calt themfelves out; but it is weak if not wicked to 
ftrive to attach their folly and weaknefs to the church to which 
they once belonged. He would be counted a bad farmer that 
would reje&t his wheat becaufe he found it mingled with tares 
and chaff. I am far from thinking well of many irregularities 
that.have taken place in many parts cf our country, but was 
it ever otherwife on a like occafion? I prefume one great rea- 
fon of the diverfity of opinion on this fubje&t is, the church is 











at prefent unhappily divided and fubdivided, and it is natural 





for allto think beft of the party to which they belong. and be 


the dividing ling ever fo fmall, let it be real or ‘;naginary, 
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a molehill will foon become a mountain, and whatever may 






take place beyond their own pale is immediately fufpeced. 






Can any good come out of Nazareth? and prejudiced people 





generolly cunverfe with and draw their information from thofe 






of the fame caft with themfelves. The teflimeny being thus 
paruial and exparte, a true verdiét cannot be exspeCted. Mfuch © 






people perceive an intimation, though no larger than Elijah’s 
cloud at firft appeared, vet it will foon overfpread and darken 







all their horizon, notwithftanding the favourable accounts we 
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Hiave had from many wife and learned men in ‘very diftant 
parts, as well as in many inftances from the very enemies of 
the work themfelves. Some well-meaning people doubt, be- 
catfe it feems of fhort duration in fome places ; but I humbly 
think a fovereign God is in nothing more fo than in his works 
of geace and mercy. Itis not his ordiaary way to keep his 
people long with a full cup in their hand. 

God went up trom Abraham in the place where he talked 
with him, and Peter was but a fhort while on the mount un- 


till he did not znow what he was faying, and his mafter had 
much to fay to his difciples on a certain occafion but they 
could not then bear it. Upon the whole it is a good caution 
given us in 1{t Cor. 4. and 5. ‘ Fudge nothing before the time 
until the }.ord come,’ and it deferves notice, that there are none 
fo apt to judge others as thofe who are remifs in judging them- 
felves. 


ee Oe 
From the Assembly’s Magazine. 


ANTIQUITIES. 


WHATEVER has a tendency to promote religious know- 
ledge, will at all times be acceptable to thofe, who have the 
direction of this periodical work, efpecially as it comes fo im. 
mediately within the letter of their iaflructions from the Gem 
eral Affembly, under whofe patronage ithas been begun. To 
this end every thing that tends to explain the prattices and an- 


7 


cient cuftoms of the church of God under the Jewifh or Chri 
tian difpenfation, and of courfe, to make the New-Teftament 
better underftood, will readily command a diftinguiflied place 
in our Magazine. : 

At prefent, we fhall introduce this fubje&t by explaining the 
principal feafts or feftivals of the Jews, being folemn days fet 
apart for the honor and fervice of God, either as a memorial 
of fome fignal deliverance received by the tpecial interpofition 
of his providence, or to keep alive the remembrance of fome 
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fevere punifhment inflicted fortheir tranfgrefions and difobe. 
dience. The frit kind were generally termed Sabbaths O» 
Refts, and on which they offered euchariftical facrifices, with 
a joyful and innocent exemption from labour. Thofe of the 
other fort, were days of failing and atonement. In all their 
religious ceremonies there were f{pecial and particular provi, 


fions, by which they were diftinguifhed, in the cleareft manner, - 


from the idolitrous practices of the Heathen Nations. 


Some of thefe feafts and fafts were held by divine, and fome 
by human authority. Thofe of the firft fort, at leaft the moft 
folemn of them, were the Paffover, the Penticoft, and the 
feaft of Tabernacles. Thefe were annual feafts, and were ce- 
lebrated only at Jerufalem, when all the male Ifraelites were 
obliged to appear, unlefs they had the beft reafons for their 
abfence. The duration of their celebration was different ; 
fome feafts were held for one day, and others for a whole week. 
Thofe that lafted a week had fome days more folemn than the 
reft; The holief, were called the great or good days—vid. 
jvhn vii, $7. During thefe feftivals, the parts of the facrifi- 
ces that were to be eaten, and the Shew- bread, were divided 
among the twenty-four courfes of Priefts. Criminals were 
by law to be executed at thefe feftivals, that their punifhment 
might have a proper effect en all. The Jews, therefore, were 
not reftrained by their law, in fearing to put Jefus to death 
during the feaft, left the people fhould make a difturbance. 


The fea of the Paffover anfwers to the Eafter obferved by 
fome Chriftians, and was infituted in Egypt on the Ange’’s 
pafing over the houfes of the Ifraclites and fparing their firit 
born, while thofe of the Egyptians were univerfally flain. The 
Lamb offered on this occafion was called the Pafchal Lamb 
and the Paffover. St. Paul calls Jefus Chrift our Paflover or 
Pafchal Lamb. 1. Cor. v. 7. ‘The Paffover was alfo called 


the feaft of Unleavened-bread, becaufe it was eaten on this 


occafion, and no other, on pain of death. This was peculiar- 


ly applicable to the fecond day of the feak, or the 15th day of 
the month, 
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fhe particulars of this fealt, eon‘ifted in the killing and eat. 
ing of the Pafchal Lamb —the Unleavened-bread, and offering 
up a handful of Barley, called the Omer. 

At all the feafts, and efpecially at the Paffover, great num- 
bers of victims, befides the Lamb, were offered up. , The flefh 
of thefe was firft ferved up at this feaft, on which the Ifrael- 
ites fupped, and afterwards eat the Pafchal Lamb, of which it 
was fufficient that each perfon ate a piece of the fize of an olive. 
This Lamb was called the dody of the Paffover, to diftinguifh 
it from the entrai/s and the blood that were offered upon the 


| Altar. Thus Chrift diftinguifhed, when he emphatically faid 


‘ this is my Bods,’ that is, it is not merely an emblem of the 
Pafchal Lamb which was itfelf but a figure, but an emblem of 
my body, who am the real facrifice fignified by the Paffover. 
The Lamb was killed on the 14th day of the month between 
three o’elock in the afternoon and fun fet, during which time 
our Lordexpired onthe crofs. After the Lamb was flain the 
blood was fprinkled on the Altar, and the fat and entrails eon- 
fumed ;the Lamb was then returned to the offerer to be eaten 
in his family. It was to be thoroughly roafted‘and not boiled» 
and not a bone of it was to be broken. When the family was 
not large enough to eat the whole, (for every one was to pare 
take, freemen and flaves, men and women) the matter invited 
others to partake with him. Thefe were called brethren, 
companions and friends—Hence the fevere rebuke of our 
Lord to Judas, when he called him friend or companion. 

The guefts leaned on their left arms upon beds round a tas 
ble, on which the Lamb was fet—alfo they had bitter herhs, 
unleavened bread, and a difh full of a thick fauce, to reprefent 
the mortar which they ufed to make bricks of in Egypt, gene- 
rally made of dryed dates and figs. The mode of eating, ly- 
ing on the arm, and refting fometimes on each others bofoms, 
was confidered emblematic of their reft from their flavery, and 
alfo a fign of the equality and perfect union of the guefls— 
Thus we read of Abraham's bofom and the Son’s being in the 


bofom of the Father. 
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When the guefts were feated, the matter took a cup: 

and water, and gave thanks to God; and then drank it, af. 
ter which he gave to each one a cup, which they were obliged 
to drink —Thus Chrift fays ‘drink ye all of it? Afterwards 
they ate the unleavened bread, and bitter herbs, dipped in the 
fauce or mixture. Then another cup, attended with thankf. 
giving, was drunken, when they ate again. Laftly the Pafchal 


Lamb was eaten, and then they drank another cup, which was 
called the cup of blefling. The whole ceremony ended with 


a fourth cup and finging a pfalm, called by Mark a hymn. 

On the next day, after the feaft of unleavened bread, on the 
16h day of March, they offered up to God on the altar, the 
homer or gomer of oats and barley (which was a fheaf of the 
grain) with great ceremony. 

The fecond feaft of the Jews, was the Pentecoft ; fo called 
becaufe it was kept fifty days after that of unleavened bread, 
or the 15th of March, which correfponds with our Whitfun- 
tide. It was alfo called the Feaft of weeks, becaufe it was 
kept feven weeks after’ the Pafflover, and the feaft ot harveft, 
lecame the firlt fruits of the wheat harveft, were then offered, 
alfo feven Lambs of that year, one Calf and two Rams fora 
burnt offering. The defign of this feaft was, to oblige the If. 
raelites to repair to the temple of the Lord, there to actnow- 
ledge his abfolute dominion over the whole land, and to offer 
him the firft fruits of their harveft ; and farther that they might 
render thanks to God for the law given on Mount Sinai on 
the 50th day after coming out of Egypt. This feaft Iafted but 
one day, and was accompanied with many facrifices, offerings, 
and libations, with great mirth and rejoicing. It was on this 
day that the Holy Gholt miraculoufly defcended-on the Apof- 
tles, and thus confirmed the new Law or Gofpel of our Lord. 

The feaft of Tabernacles, fo called becaufe the people dwelt 
in tents or tabernacles, and which correfponds with our Cheift- 
mas, lafted feven or rather eight days, and began on the fit 
teenth day of the month Tifri ; which anfwers to parts of our 


September and Otober, and by many is fuppofed to be the 


true time of our Saviour’s birth, It took its rife from the Tf- 
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raelites ‘having’ dwelt in tents or tabernacles while they were 
in the defert, or elfe, as fome fuppofe, in remembrance of the 
building of the tabernacle. The defign of this feaft was alfo 
to give thanks for the fruits of the vine, as well as of othet 
trees, that were gathered at thie time ; and to beg God’s blef- 
fing on thofe of the enfuing year. This feaft was accompani- 


ed with the greateft rejoicing, becaufe they then prayed with 
particular earneftnefs and. zeal for the Mefliah’s coming. 


They were obliged to dwell, all the time of the feaft in tents, 
ufually on the tops of their houfes. They daily offered abun- 
dance of facrifices—They carried in their hands branches of 
Palm Trees, Olives, Citrons, and finging Hofannas—that is 
‘ Save I beseech thee.’ By which words, out of the 18th Pfalm, 
they prayed for the coming of the Meflizh. In this manner 
was Chrift conducted into Jerufalem by the believing Jews, 
who looking upon him as the promifed Meffiah, exprefled an 
uncommon joy upon finding in*’him the accomplithment of 
thofe petitions which they had fo often put up to heaven at 
this feat. 

They walked every day round the Altar, with thefe branch- 
es in their hands finging Hofanna’s and during which, the 
trumpets founded on all fides. Butonthe 7th day, they went 
feven times round the Altar, and this was called the great 
Hofanna. To this laft ceremony St. John feems to allude in 
the Revelations, when the Saints are reprefented’as ftanding 
round the throne of the Lamb with Palms in their hands, and 
finging « Salvation cometh from God and the Lamb.’ 

The mott remarkable ceremony performed at this feaft was, 
libations or pouring out of the water, which wae done every 
day. This water was drawn by the Prieft from the Pool of 
Siloam, and was poured on the Altar, at the morning facrifice, 
the people finging, in the words of the Prophet Ifaiah, * with 
joy shall ye draw water cut of the wells of falvation.” The 
Jews themfelves, fuppofed this water to be emblematic of the 


Holy Ghoft, therefore Jefus Chrift, on the laft day of the feait, 
cried to the people, ‘ lf any man thirst, let him come unto 


ime and drink, He that believeth on me, as the scriprurehath 
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said, out of his belly shall flow rivers of living water, bi 
this spake he of the spirit, which they who bekeve on him, 
should recive.’ On this occafion, they teftified the. greateft joy 


and rejoicings, and the whole was very expreffive of the pube t 
lifhing the glad tidings of falvation through the expected Mef. I 
fiah, and the pouring out of the holy fpirit on believers. ‘ 
Z. ' 
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SELECTED. 


SARI 


ON THE TRUE DIGNITY OF MAN. 


IT has been objected againft Chriftianity, that it exhibits 
degrading views of human nature, injurious to virtue, inas- 
much as they generate a mean and abjett ftate of mind, and 
extinguifh that generous pride, as it is called, which is the ine 
centive to worthy actions. This is one proof, among many, 
that Chriftianity is little underftood by thofe who oppofe it, 
A fmall part of it only is known; and from hence conclufions 
are drawn as if it formed the whole. 
















Itis true that Chriftianity exhibits man as fallen very low; 
but ts it not alfo true, that its proper end is highly to exalt 
him? [t reprefents him, indeed, as degraded even unto hell: 
but does it not propofe, as its very objeét, to raife him up to 
heaven ? How dignified do the Scriptures defcribe him to have 
been in his origin! His foul infpired by the breath of the Al. 
mighty ! This beauteous globe contrived and fafhioned for his 
habitation ! Every other order of creatures fubjeéted to him 
as Lord of all! He himfelf made capable of holding converfe 
with his God, and aétually admitted to his familiar intimacy 
and friendihip! Are not thefe grand ideas ? But one unfpeak- 
ably more grand is yetto be mentioned. ‘ God so loved the 
world, as to give his only begotten Son, that we might ni; 
perish, but have everlasting life.’ Aftonifhing and dignify- 
ing confderation! The eternal Son of God, equal with the 
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Father, affumes our nature ! Values us fo highly, as thus te 
humble himfelf, that we might be exalted; and fubmits to 

death, that we might live ! rifes again from the dead ; afcends 
to heaven ; and feats human nature on the very throne of God 

In that nature receives the adoration of all the heavenly hofis; 
and officiates as our advocate in the court of heaven! entitles 
us to be called, like himfelf, fons of God; and, fending forth 
his divine Spirit, purifies our fallen nature, and makes it meet 
for an inheritance incorruptible, undefiled, and that fadeth 
not away! Tothefe contemplations let every meaner thought 
give way ; and if we boaftt, let us boaft of that which confltitutes 
our real dignity—let us boaft of our religion and our Re- 
deemer. 

The unbeleiver may, perhaps, call all this enthufiafm, and 
deem it no better than a vifionary fable. But this being 
Christianity, he is bound either to fhew us that human nature 
is more exalted on fome other {fcheme, or to reneunce his ob- 


jection. 


THE CELEBRATED OBJECTION OF MR. HUME 
TO THE MIRACLES OF THE GOSPEL. 


WHEN the defenders of Chriftianity thought they had efta- 
blifhed the evidences of the miraculous hiltory ef our Saviour 
upon foundations which could no longer be fhaken, the inge- 
nious Mr. Hume invented an argument which revived the 
fpirits of vanquifhed infidelity, and has fince been triumphant. 
ly urged by all the enemies of religion, as irrefragable, and 
decifive againft every proof that can poflibly be alledged in fa. 
vour of divine revelation. His celebrated argument is this,— 
That miracles are, in their own nature, incredible, and that, 
therefore, no teftimony can verify them. The only rational 
foundation of our belief of what has ever happened, or what 
€an happen in the world is our ewn experience of what does 
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conftantly take place in the courfe of nature. Men may be 
falfe, or may be deceived, but nature never changes. As we, 
then, have had no experience of any miraculous changes in 
the order of the world, it is unreafonable to believe that ‘any 
have ever exifted, whatever may be the number, or the cha 
raGier of the men by whom they are attefted.-This reafon. 
ing was efteemed by thofe who were inclined to rejeCt divine Bm ¢. 
revelation, to be unanfwerable, and, for a moment, 1t feemed 
to its friends to be the moft formidable attack which had yet tl 
been made on the authenticity of the facred {criptures. It has 
fince, however, been vigoroufly repelled, and I think effee- 
tually overthrown by many pious and excellent writers, and 
by none with more kill and force than by Bifhop Watfon in 
his letter on this fubje&t to Mr. Gibbon. 

But, it appears tome'that Mr. Hume’s redoubted argument 
may be deflroyed by a procefs more fimple and obvious than 
moft of thofe which have hitherto been employed againft it. 
And a plain, concife, and popular refutation of fuch an adver. 
fary, whofe writings are in the hands of almoft ali young 
yerfons, may anfwer fome of the valuable ends contemplated 
by your Magazine. 

On Mr. Hume’s principle, that.no miracle is credible be- 
caufe it is contrary to our experience of the uniformity of the 
courfe of nature, it would be impofhible for God to make any 
revelation ofhis will to the world, diftingt from the flructure 
of the world itfelf, whatever reafons for it might exift in the 
state of human nature. Such a revelation would itfelf be a 
miracle, whether made to mankind immediately by a voice 
from heaven, or by the more humble inftrumentality of pro- 
phets and apofties. And, if by the agency of the latter, their 
divine miffion could be authenticated only by fuch works of 
omnipotence as would bea fufficient demonftration to the world 
that the fpirit of God accompanied and inftruéted them. This 
is a confequence of the principle, I am aware, not at all alarm- 
ing to thofe by whom itis urged, but rather a fubjeét of their 
triumph. But, I truft, there‘are few reafonable and ferious 
men who are willing to fay that it is impofible for God to 
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thake any extracrdinary communication of his will to his errs 
ing and miferable creatures. | 

But, Ladd, that this principle leads to atheifm—atted up. 
on to its full extent it would refift all improvements in feience, 
— it refutes itfelf. 

It leads to atheifm. For if our own experience of the unite 
formity of nature is the fole te& of a reafonable belief concern- 
ing whatever has been, or whatever fhall be, inthe hiftory of 
the world, it is impoffible that the world fhould ever have had 
a beginning, it is impoffible that it (hould ever have an end. It 
muft have exifted, it muft continue to exift, eternally in the 
fame order in which we now behold it. There canbe no fue 
ture ftate of exiftence, no future judgment, no future retribu- 
tion to the virtuous and the wicked; for thefe are all contra- 
ry to our experience ; there can be, therefore, no foundation 
for religion. The world, eternal in its own nature, mult exe 
ift independent on any intelligent and omnipotent caufe. But 
the only proof of the being of God is derived from the wife 
order and harmony of the world; and if this is order eternal 
and uncreated, it would at leaft be unphilofophical to fuppofe 
the exiftence of a Deity who would then be a fuperfiuous and 
unneceflary apendage to the univerfe. We muft receive the 
abfurd idea of an eternal fucceffion of mutable and perifhing 
beings governed only by their own internal and immutable 
laws. We mutt believe, that there is no God, or embrace the 
old Arifiotelian hypothefis, which is but one fiep removed 
from atheifm, that the univerfe itfelf is God. 

Thefe confequences flow fo obvioufly from the principle, 
that I have been furprifed not to find them urged with more 
point and force than they have been by the friends and defens 
ders of chriflianity. Indeed, I have fcarcely feen them touch- 
ed except tranciently by the judicious and ingenious Dr. Al- 
len, * They are confequences, however, which, though not 


_—_ 





* A celebrated French Refugee in England, in his reficétions 
on the books of the sacred Scriptures. [See next pages 
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difpleafing to a part of the followers of Mr. Hume, yet, f 
truft, were never contemplated by the greater portion of them, 
Atheifm has not yet become fo fafhionable in Great-Britain, 
And ifthey are, as I believe, the genuine refults of the prin. 
ciples, they mutt be decifive againft it in the opinion of every. 
pious and virtuous man. 4 ! 


remy 


a 


Another confequence of this principle, though not fo grofs . 
and impious as the former, tends not lefs to demonftrate its . 
abfurdity ;—it would, if a&ed upon to its fuli extent, arreft 
all improvements in f{cience. Permitme, by a familiar example 
to illuftrate and confirm this propofition. When firft the ef. 
fects of the electric or magnetic influence were difcovered, 
how ought all philofophers, on this ground, if, on this ground 
a philofopher could have ever exifted, to have treated the hif- 
tory of them? precifely as infidels have treated the hiftory of 
the gofpel, rejefled them inftantly, and without examination, as 
abfurd and impoffible, becaufe contrary to all their experience. 
Do you fay let them repeat the fame experiments by which 
thefe new powers in nature were origiaally difcovered? But, 
if the principle which we are combating be certain and infalli- 
ble, a wife man could have no motive for making the experi- 






















ment, fince his own paft experience of the courfe of nature 1s 
the criterion of whatever is poflible, or credible. Even if he 
fhould repeat the experiment, [ do not know whether he could 
confiltentiy admit the teflimony of his fenfes to a new fact ; 
certainly not the teftimony of other perfons. And what are 
the greater portion of mankind todo, who have neither the 
&Kill nor the means of experimenting ? | 

Let us take another example where: no counter experience 
can poflibly be applied. The inhabitants of a torrid climate 
never can have the effects of fioft made obvious to their fen« 
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This work wis published in Londan, 1688 ; and shews that 
tha objedtion of Mr. Hume to the evidences of christianity, ts-not 
novel, but has only been set ina new and stronger ight by that 
weegenious writer, 
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fes. Congelation is as great a myftery to them as any myftery 
or n, racle of the chriftian religion. According to this favours 
ite maxim of infidelity, then, they ought never to believe it, 
and the king of Siam acted right in punifhing the Dutch navi- 
gator for attempting to infult his underftanding by incredible 
fiories, who affured him that in Holland, during part of the 
year, water became fuficiently hard to bear men, and care 
riages* drawn by horfes, upon its furface. If teftimony, then, 
were under no circumflances, fuflicient to vouch to us, fads 
which not only are not conformable, but which, in maDy ine 
ftances, are wholly contrary to all our paft experience, fcience 
muft be arrefted in the very commencement of its progrefs. 
This confequence was, certainly, not adverted to by tue in« 
genious writer who invented, or gave its prefent form, to the 
principle againft which we contend. But, when we are teft. 
ing the merit of a principle, if itis not found to hold univer- 
fally, or co-extenfively with the latitude of its terms, it ought 
to be rejeéted. For, by what rule fhall we apply it only to 
the fa&ts of religion, when it is found abfolutely falfe in its 


application to the facts of {cience ? 


I maintain, in the laft place, that this celebrated argument, 
drawn from our experience of the uniformity of neture, res 
futes itfelf. For, if the phyfical courfe of nature, on which 
the argument refts, is found to be flable and uniform, the moe 
ral order of things appears to be not lefs fteady and invariable. 
If the former of thefe facts, upon Mr. Hume’s principle, ftands 
in the way of the admiflion of any miraculous hiftory, the lat. 
ter, upon the fame ground, forbids the rejection of the hifto- 
ry, if, by rejecting it, we muft contradi¢t all the moral phe 
nomena of human nature. Admitting, then, what can hardly 
be denied by the bittereh enemies of religion, that the apofites 
and evangelifts were men of the foundelt underflanding,* and 
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*® The perfection of the moral system pubished by these hums 
ble fishermen, so far excelling all the philosophy of their age, de. 


monstrates, that either they were inspired from absve, to admit 
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the moft upright hearts, it is contrary to all that we knéw of 
the motives of condu& among mankind, that, for the fae of 
propagating a moft improbable impofture, they fhould volun. 
tarily fubmit to inceffant toils and extreme fufferings, they 
sfhould abandon honour, intereft, family, all that is ufvally ac. 
counted moft dear to the human heart, and march with intre. 
pidity through perpetual perfecutions to certain death, inflict. 
edinthe moft excrutiating and dreadful forms. They were 
evidently not frantic in their writings, which are always ras 
tional and fimple, and in which there appears to be no tincture 
of etithufiafm ; yet they yielded all their original prejudices, 
and all their hopes from a triumphant Meffiah, to their deep. 
cenvidlion of the divine miffion, and the miraculous power of 
a fuffering Mafter, for whom they encountered every actual e- 
vil, and every poffible hazard. If, then, we fhould fuppofe, 
with the objeflors, that the gofpel is not true, “ere are contra- 
diétions to the moral order of things, that is, to all the ordina- 
ry principles of condu& among men which have ever occurred 
to our expertenee in other cafes, not lefs wonderful, and out 
of the eourfe of nature, than the miracles themfelves for which 
the apofiles, and companions of our Lord, and witnefles of 
his life, made fuch aftonifhing and almoft incredible facri- 
fices.* 

This fo much vaunted obje€tion, then, againft the miracles 
of the gofpel evidently refutes itfelf, inafmuch as in its appli- 
cation to the eftablifhed moral order of things it contradi&ts 


the conclufion which the enemies of religion have fo triumph- 
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» . 
which, is yielding the question, or they were men of superior 
minds to the profoundest writers of Greece or Rome. Which is 
yrelding almost as much. 


* Some men have enccuntered great dangers, and endured 
great sufferings even for an erroneous opinion; but there is - 
a wide difference between dying for an opinion, and im ab 
testation of a fact. 
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antly drawn from their phyfical order. This particular view 
of the fubject merits, and, to give it its full force, would re- 
quire a more extenfive elucidation, But, that I might noten- 
cumber your Magazine, I have chofen to reprefent it with 
all the concifenefs which I thought in any way confiflent with 
per{picuitv. It ought to carry with it the greater conviction 
to the objetors, fince they equally fubje& the natural and the 
moral world to the laws of neceflity, fo that the ordinary and 


natural motives of human conduct mufi be thofe alfo, which 


are certain and neceflary. 5. 
FOR THE VIRGINIA RELIGIOUS MAGAZINE. 


Me Sais 


ON INFIDELITY, NO. III: 
JIncredulus, Odi. Hor. 


ANOTHER objection, frequently mate by the enemies of 
Chriftianity, is, that the Bible contains fo many flrange flo- 
ries ; fo many myfteries, incomprehenfible dodélrines, that no 
mdn, who exercifes his reafon, can believe it to be the word of 
God. 
fuperftitious fools, fanatics, enthufiafts, and many other coarfe 
indelicate names, which it is needlefs to mention, as I by no 
means defign to expofe Unbelievers, by collecting into one 


And we very often hear Chriflians termed credulous, 


difgufting groupe all the railing accufations, and bitter words 
which have been fpoken againft the followers of Jefus. 


It would be eafy to fhow that this abjeftion is invalid ; and 
that the greatcft fceptics that ever lived, have believed a thou- 
fand things as much above their comprehenfion as the moft 


myfterious points in Chriftianity. Indeed the faét isythat e- 


very man, every day that he lives, without the leaft hefitatop,. 


believes things, that he cannot comprehend. ‘There is no 
need of inducing particulars here ; every man’s obfervation 


will fuggeft inflances enough, Should any one, newevers 
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Coubt the truth of what is afferted, let him recolle&t what he 


always has believed refpeéting the production of plants ; the 
nourifhment of his own body by food, or any of the moft 
common proceffes of nature and he will at once perceive, that 
he is perpetually furrounded with myftery. And if thefe 
things be fo, the objection will appear to be without force ; 
unlefs it is pretended, that in all the works of God we are to 
expect myfterious, incomprehenfible points ; but that in a reves 
lation from Him, every thing is to be perfeétiy on a level with 


our narow capacities. But it is not my intention to urge this. 


anfwer to the objeGtion. This would be only repeating what 
has often been faid before. What | mean to fhow, is, that 
Infidels in refpe& to religion, are at leaft as credulous as thofe 
whom they are daily in the pra¢tice of ridiculing for their 
credulity, 

It may be remarked here, that men are frequently impofed 
wpon by names. Unbelievers have ftiled themfelves philofoe 
phers ; and multitudes have allowed the title ; they have ridi- 
culed Chriitians for their eafy faith, and many have fuppofed 
that no man could be a Chriftian, without being an eafy cre- 
dulous fool. But let us examine this pointa little. Heisa 
real phi‘ofoher, who on every fubjeét proportions his affent to 
the evidence: he is credulous, who believes without fufficient 
evidence. He underftands the right ufe of reafon, who balan- 
ces difficulties om every fide, and choofes the leaft ; he is either 
unfair, or ignorant who rejeéis at once without examination, 
whatever carries the appearance of difficulty. With thefe ob- 
fervations before us, let us examine what right unbelievers 
have to aflume to themfelves. the title of men of reafon, and 
philescply ; and reproach Chriflians with fuperfiition, and 
credulity, and | know not what. 

I thall in the firft place notice thofe who ftand higheft in the 
ranks of Scepticifm: thofe | mean, who profefs to believe 
that there is no God. Now thefe men either beiieve that the 
world exiftedfrom eternity ; or elfe, that it fprung up by chance, 
‘Vie who fuppofes the firft, believes the abfurdity of an infinite 
jucceflica of finite beings. He who admits the fecond, muf 
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believe that an effect can be produced without an adequate 
caufe, or in fa&t that an effe& is produced by nothing at all. 
Now whether this is proportioning aflent to evidence, I leave 
every mantojudge. Inthe fame way, let it be determined 
whether a man who can believe in this way, has any right to 
laugh at the Chrifltian for his credulity. 

The account given by Mofes of the creation of the world, 
and the chronology of the fame author, has been a copious 
fubjeé&t for the exercife of infidel wit, with one voice it has been 
rejected, and this, as is pretended, for want of evidence. But 
let us hear what thefe fcrupulous philofophers fay on this fub- 
ject. And let one fpeak for all, A very great philopher, 
and unbeliever, who cannot believe what Mofes wrote, is per- 
fuaded that a great many years ago —nobody knows when—by 
dome volcano in the fun, this earth was thrown out, boiling 
like lava from a burning mountain, and fome how or other— 
nobody knows how—was fet in motion round the fun ; and af. 


ter a very long lapfe of years—nobody knows how long—hav- 


ing gradually beceme eool, it was covered with vegetable 
mould, after which, trees, and all kinds of plants, and finally 
men, fprouted up from the foil. Now this is all mighty fire 
and philofophicai ; and men who receive it are philofophers of 
courfe. But we, who fee evidences of the truth of the Mo- 
faic hiftory in the ftate of the world, in the hiflory of paft ages, 
in the reafonabienefs of his account, and in many other things, 
are credulous feols. I could mention feveral other curious, 
and laughable fables, which thefe fame philofophers have in 
vented on this fubjeét, did £ not fear that this would give too 
ludicrous an air to my paper, and I ratlier apprehend too, that 
the fimple unlettered Chriftian,credulou as he is,would hardly 
be perfuaded that grave men, and philofophers, doubting, he- 
fitating, fcrupulous, unbelieving philofophers, cam believe 
fuch ftrange ftories. 

But let us proceed, and we fliall find farther proofs of the 
wonderful credulity of unbelievers. There are Chriftians 
now ia the world ; and it is as fi:mly cflablifhed as any hiftori- 
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«al fat can be, that the author of this fect lived about cightees 
hundred years ago inthe land of Judea; and fuffered death 
wader the procuratorfhip of Pontius Pilate- Andyet a late 
writer® againft Chriftianity pretends, that originally this fyf. 
tem was nothing more than the worfhip of the fun under the 
mame of Chris-en ! I know not whether any have received this 
motion : it however is probable that they have : and they would 
have Chriftians to believe it too. Indeed they mutt excufe us, 
We cannot be fa credulous. Tacitus, an ancient enemy of 
our religion, is much more worthy of credit. ‘ Audor no- 
** minis ejus, (fays he, fpeaking of Chriftians) Chriftus, qui 
** Tiberio imperitante, per procuratorem Pontium Pilatum, 
‘* fupplicis affeCtus erat—Chrilt the author of this fe&, who, 
«+ in the reign of Tiberius, was put to death by the procurator 
«* Pontius Pilate.” But it is needlefs to produce proofs of 
this point: let us proceed. It is certain too that Chrift left 
but few difciples upon the earth ; and, that they were the in, 
ftruments of fpreading this religion through the civilized 
world, iu the fpace of three centuries. Here arifes a very 
important queftion for folution. By what means this religion 
was thus rapidly fpread through the world? The Chriitian — 
thinks that nothing but the interpofing power of God could 
have brought about this event ; the Unbeliever attributes it to 
prieftcraft, to fraud, and to various other caufes. Let us ex. 
amine this matter alittle. Jfany adequate caufe, but the in- 
terpofition of Heaven, can be affigned, then J will admit that 
Chriftians are as credulous as they are reprefented ; but if not, 
J think that we ought to hear no more of the eafy faith of the 
difciples of Chrift. Before we proceed to this examination, 
I beg leave to make a remark, which, perhaps, may appear pa- 
radoxical, It is this, that the moft credulous are not always 
the eafieft to be convinced, Thus for the fake of example, 
thole, who by philofophers, and generally, and  fcornfully 
_ enough too, denominated the Vulgar, and who are pro- 
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verbially eredulous, fo flrongly believe that the earth 
is at reft in the center of the univerfe, and that 
the Sun and Stars revolve round it, that no reafoning of 
the philofopher, however cogent, can convince them of the 
error. A thoufand inftances of this kind might be adduced. 
One more only fhall be brought forward, not taken from 
fubje&ts of philofophy, but from common life. There are now 
in this country multitudes of people who put as much confi- 
dence in what are called signs, as ever a fuperttitious heathen 
did in his omens = fuch, for inftance, as {tumbling when one is 
going out of doors, having falt {pilt towards one when at table, 
being croffed in the road by certain kinds of animals. And 
all the reafoning in the world will never conviace them that 
this is mere folly. Now the true caufe of this I imagineis not 
the want ofcapacity to underftand the reafoning im either cafe, 
for itis very obvious ; but the contrary opinionis fo ftrongly 
imprefled on their minds, that it entirely excludes the truth, 
and it may be faid that through excessive credulity they will not 
believe. Inthe fame way | apprehend that multitudes have in 
fome way or other, they fcarcely know how, taken up the no- 
tion that Chriftianity is a ftrange myfterious unaccountable 
thing, entirely repugnant to all reafon and philofophy; and 
this opinion fo ftrongly poffeffes them, that the moft cogent ar- 
guments are entirely without effect, and they may be faid to 
be infidels, threugh exceflive credulity. Under the influence 
of this temper they will {wallow as great abfurdities as were 
ever imputed to Chriftianity by its moft inveterate enemies. 
Let us proceed now to the examination of the queflion before 
us ; only remarking farther, that whatever may be thought of 
the obfervations juft made, or of their application, this will 
not effect the point before us. 

The principal inftruments in the fir propagation of the 
Chriftian religion were the apofiles of Jefus Chrift. Thefe, 
according to their own aceount were unlearned and ignorant 
men; and would therefore be looked cn with contempt, by 

the proud felf important doctors of their own nation, and by 
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the haughty philofophers of Greece and Rome: They tdi 
the religion of a man who had been crucified ; which was mate 
ter of great offence to Jew and Gentile. Among their own 
countrymen they had to encounter an attachment to the Jews 
ih religion, rendered inveterate by the force of education 
and habit. Among the Gentiles they were fet in oppofition to 
the monflrous mafs of polytheifm, eftablifhed by law, and fup.- 
ported by the arm of an intolerant magiltracy, and by the 
unyielding prefcriptions of cuftom, and by the inflexibility. of 
religious bigotry. They were oppofed to a religion, which, 
in its daily ceremonies encouraged, or at leaft permitted uns 
bounded gratifications of the appetites ; and whofe moft hai. 
lowed mylteries gave opportunities for aflignation and intrigue. 
In addition to this there were in every town of Italy, of 
Greece, of Afia Minor, of Egypt, and indeed of moft parts of 
the Roman empire, men of learning and accutenefs termed 
phiofophers. Vhefe were confidered the public inftruciors of 
mankind, Ard whea the epofiles of Chriftianity came forward, 
affuming the fume office, and teaching the weaknels of hu. 
man nature, the infignificancy of their philofophic dogmas 
and the folly of their wifdom ; their pride was deeply wound. 
ed, and they were inflamed with the keeneft malignity againit 
thefe humble fifhermen. And ftill farther, thefe humble prea. 
chers boldly deciaimed againit the vices of that moft diffo- 
lute and profi: gate age ; and taught the neceflity of repentance 
of mortification and felf-denial, and of a holy hfe. They did 
not, however, hold out the idea that this confifled in occafion- 
al flights of enthufiafm, in great horrors, and fucceeding rap- 
tures ; but in the deligent and faithful difcharge of all the du. 
ties refulting from all the relations of life. We fee then a reli- 
gion to be demolifhed, which was fupported by the potent arm of 
civil authority,by the mighty power of cuftom, by the deadly 
bitternefs and obftinacy of religious bigotry ; by the art and cun- 
ning ofa pricfthood, as knavifh, and as powerful-as Chrifliaa 


pricits have ever been reprefented ; by all the wit, and learning,’ 


and acutenefs of philofophers in fhort by ail orders and ranks, 
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be eftablifhed a religion teathing thefe myfterious do&rines — wm 





ht @ fo offenfive to modern infidels ; inculcating a pure morality, 
its denouncing eternal deftruction againft the impenitent perpe- | 
mn trators of iniquity ; and offering life, and the favor of Hea+ be. 
44 ven only to the pure in heart. Now he who can believe that : 
in in fuch a combination of circumftances, fuch men, preaching 

‘0 fuch doétrines, could -eftablifth Chriftianity on the ruins of 

)« heathenifm by their unaffilted powers, may forever hold his 

e peace refpeéting the credulity of Chriftians. He who can be~’ 

f lieve this can believe that any effect, however great can be 

> produced by any caufe however inadequate. He that believes 

: this, can believe the ftory about the earth being toffed out of 

; the fun by a volcanic eruption—or any thing at all. 


FOR THE VIRGINIA RELIGIOUS MAGAZINE, 
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A DISCUSSION OF SOME POINTS RELATIVE 
TO INFANT BAPTISM. 


NO. I, 


Some. difficulties which result from the opinion that Infante 
buptism is not an Apostolical practice. 





THAT, which can be ufed with as much propriety, and 
fuccefs, on one fide of a difpute, as the other, deferves not the 
name of an argument, and ought to be difcarded from both. 
Of this kind, are confident affertions, the infinuation of impro- 
per motives and defeét of underftanding, and every fpecies of 
invective. A pofitive, dogmatical air, may influence the 
weak and ignorant, but will have no weight with the candid 
inquirer after truth. With fuch, a writer, or fpeaker cannot 
injure himfelf more, than by affirming things to be evident and 
certain, which remain in doubt and obfcurity. It is very coms 
mon for thofe who oppofe infant baptifm, to affert, that no- 

: thing but prejudice, and interefted motives, can prevent any 
one from feeing, and acknowledging, that they are right.— 


This appears to me to evince, not only a want of candor, but 
P 
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aifo, a very feperficial acquaintance with the fubje& in difpute, 
On whichever fide the truth may lie, it is not felf-evident, but 
tequires attention, impartiality, and labor, to extricate it, and 
place it in a clear point of light. 

As an advocate for infant baptifm, I am ready to acknows 
ledge, that the fubject is attended with no fmall difficulty ; 
and I will, in this paper, flate fome of the confequences which 
follow from the contrary opinion ; that.it may appear how lit 
tle reafon the Baptifts have for their confident boafting, that 
no difficulties adhere to their fcheme. 

1, Tt is, a neceflary confequence of the denial of infang 
baptifm, that for at leaft a thoufand years, one of the moft dif- 
tinguifhing, and important ordinances of Chrift’s church, was 
utterly loft; and that during this long period, no perfon was 
regularly admitted into the church of Chrift. Yea itollows, 
that there was no vifible church—No ordinances adminiftered 
agreeably to the will of God—No perfons qualified to admini- 
fier, or receive the Lord’s fupper; or to preach the gofpel, 
or perform any other duty of a church officer or church mem- 
ber. 

Now is it credible, that Chrift would leave his church to 
err ia a matter fo fundamental to its external conftitution, for 
fucha length of time? Is it confiftent with his promife to his 
difciples, and their fucceflors, juft before he afcended on high ? 
‘< Lo, Lam with you always to the end cf the world? Can it 
be reconciled to his folemn declarationto Peter, when he had 
made a ncble confeffion of his divinity. * On this rock will I 
build my church, and the gates of hell shalt never prevail agains’ 
it?’ [donot fuppofe, that Chrift has promifed to preferve 
his church pure from every error, but he has promifed to pre- 
jerve his church in exiftence; and a regular entrance into it, 
is neceflary to its exiflence. There cam be no vifible church 
without members and miniflers, but according to the prin- 
ciples of the Baptifts, there can be neither, conflituted agreea- 
bly to the will of the Head of the church, without baptifm. 


Wail it be faid, that churches exifled in fome obfcure vailey, 


erremute regicn, who pragiifed /eri>tural baptifm through 
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this long period? I afk where? What hiftorian meations 
them? If none, then itis bare conjecture—unfounded affer- 
tion, which cannot be admitted. It is in vain to refer usto 
the Waldenfes and Albigenfes, for as it cannot be proved that 
they denied infant baptifm, fo neither can their origin be tra. 
ced toa period fufficiently early, to anfwer the purpofe. I 
know it is a favorite opinion with, Dr. Gill, Gall, and others, 
that thefe people were baptifts, but though it may be admitted | 
that Peter Bruis, and a few more, as carly as the eleventh 
century, did deny infant baptifm, yet that this was the doétrine 
of the perfecuted churches in the valleys of Piedmont, is 
entirely. unfupported by authentic hiflory; and there is one 
fact, which divefts the opinion of every degree of probability. 
After the reformation, in the year 1530,* the remnants of 
thefa defolated churches, united with the Swiffe churches 
who all held and praétifed infant baptifm, and there was found 
to be an almoft perfe&t agreement between the doétrine and 
dif{cipline of the Reformed churches, and the moft ancient ca- 
techifms of the Waldenfes. 

2. But another confequence, more embarrafling than the 
former is, that upon Baptift principles, it is impofhule there 
ever fhould be a regularly conflituted church, with proper of- 
ficers authorized to adminifter ordinances, without a new re- 
velation : and confequently none of thofe perfons now called 
Baptifts have been regularly baptized ; nor have they amongtt 
them any perfons qualified to adminilter this ordinance, Un- 


‘ lefs they can fhew that there has been a regular fucceffion of 


Baptift churches, in the world, fince the Apoftle’s tines, the 
confequence now ftated is inevitable. For, {dppofe I were 
now convinced that true Chriftian baptifm was utterly loft for 
a thoufand years paft, and were to adminifler it according to 
what I believed to be the Scriptural mode, it would nos be 
valid, becaufe I would not be a proper adminiltrator, never 
having been baptized myfelf; and there would be no poflibi- 
lity of reviving the original praftice without a new commiflion, 





* See MLsheim’s Ecce. List. Lampe’s Synopsis. 
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if the minifter of another denomination baptizes a believer by 
immerfion, yet the Baptiits will not hold it to be true and va, 
lid baptifm, becaufe the adminiftrator is in their opinion un- 
baptized himfelf. I have known inflances of this kind, in 
which a perfon baptized at adult age by a Pedobaptft minif- 
ter, by immerfion, was rebaptized upon joining the Baptift 
church. 

I would afk then who baptized the firft preachers of the pre- 
fent fet of Baptifts? Undoubtedly fome one who was himfelf 
unbaptized according to their notions. —The firft inftance be- 
ing unfcriptural and irregular, all which follow and depend 
upon it, muft be fo alfo.— The flreams cannot be purer than 
the fountain from which they iflue. 

We need not be told again that it might have come down 
regularly through the Albigenfes, &c. for even if they were 
baptifts, which we have proved they were not ; yet thofe who 
are on this continent, and in moft places of Europe, never 
received their baptifm fromthem. The founders of this reli- 
gion did not wait for an adminiftration from beyond the Alpes, 
but proceeded as though they had had a fpecial commiflion 
from Heaven, like the apoftles, to which indeed they at firft 
and many of them, long fince pretended. 

The only evafion which can be made, is, that when the 
church becomes very corrupt that is proper to be done, which 
would not be fo in an ordinary flate of affairs. Though this 
doctrine was advanced by fome Proteftants at the time of the 
reformation, yetl entirely diffent from it, and confider ita 
dangerous principle which opens the door for every man of 
enthufiaitic mind to violate the rules of Chrift’s church, and 
to intrude himfelf into offices, and to the performance of du- 
ties, to which he was never called, whenever he fhall be of o- 
pinion that the church has become corrupt. 

[t would be much better to fay, that Chrift would never 


fuffer his church fo far to fail, as to make fuch irregular © 


proceedings neceffary ; but if he did, anew revelation would 
become neceflary, to direct us how a reformation fhould be 
made. 
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$. A third confequence of the denial of infant baptifm, is, 
that all the other churches of Chriftians upon earth, are not 
true churches. Their minifters are irregular and have not 
entered the facred office according to the will of Chrift; and 
alitheir adminiftrations in the church are unauthorized. It 
is therefore unfcriptural for them to preach or adminifter the 
Lord’s fupper. And confequently unlawful for the people to 
heer them or encourage them. 

Upon this principle, the Proteftant and reformed churches, 
however eminent for their knowledge, piety, and good works, 
were no churches of Chrift, and thofe moft excellent reformers, 
Luther, Calvin, Zuinglius, Melanchton, Cranmer, Knox, &c. 
were not the authorized minifters of Chrift. But if we with 
to find the true church at that glorious period, we muft go to 
Munfter, and the other places where the Anabaptilts held 
their frantic meetings. 

The prefent Baptifls are guilty of a great inconfiltency with 
refpect to this matter. They boldly affirm that infant baptifm 
is no baptifm, and that no unbaptized perfon has a right to 
partake ofthe Lord’s Supper ; and fo they exclude from their 
communion the members of all other churches, however pi- 
ous, and prohibit their members from communing with other 
churches ; and thus far they are confiflent with themfelves. 
But they will admit the preachers of other denominations in- 
to their pulpits, and will hear and encourage them, as though 
they were regular minifters of the Gofpel, which, upon their 
principles, is altogether inconfiftent ; for furely a man cannot 
be a regular officer in the church, before he is a regular mem- 
ber. And if it be wrong to hold fellowfhip with a manasa 
private member of the church, it muft be much more fo to 
hold minifterial communion with him. 

4. A fourth confequence of the opinion of the baptifts, is, 
that an univerfal change muft have taken place in the church 
with regard to the fubjeéts of baptifm, and yet not the leatt 
mention made of it, by any ecclefiaftical writer; yea, fo im- 


perceptibly was this revolution brought about, that men, the 


moft diftinguified for their knowledge of ecclefisftictl affairs, 
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knew nothing of it, in the age which immediately fucceeded it, 
We know, that errors, and herefies did very early make their 
appearance ; but they excited much attention, and met with 
vigorous oppofition; anda particular account of them has 
been left on record by cotemporary writers; fo that in mof 
cafes, we can tell who broached and propagated them, whe 
anolt zealoufly oppofed them, and where, and when they were 


condemned, or prevailed. But with refpect to infant baptifm, 
we find no writer fpeaking of it as an error, or innovation, 


Tertullian, the only one of the Fathers who diffuades from 
the practice, does not pretend that it was a new thing in the 
ehurch, or that it was contrary to the Scriptures ; but his 
words evidently imply the contrary : and his advice 1s not con- 
fined to infants, but extends to all unmarried perfons, becaufe 
he had adopted the opinion that fins committed after baptifm, 
were {carcely pardonable. All the reft of the Fathers who 
mention infant baptifm {peak in favour of it ; andit evidently 
@ppears that they had never heard of any difpute refpeCting 
it, for whenin alarge Synod the queftion was propofed whe- 
ther the baptifm of infants fhould be, like circumcifion, de- 
ferred to the eighth day, it was unanimoufly agreed that fuch 
delay was not neceflary—no one of the aflembled bifhops flat- 
ing any queftion as to the right of infants to baptifm, which 
proves moft fatisfaftorily, that at that early period, about the 
middle of the third age, which was not more than 160 years 
after the death of the apoflle John, there was a univerfal con- 
fent and agreement on this fubje&t, And fome of the Fathers, 
who had travelled far and read much, and who were not fore- 
mote from the times of the apoftles, as we are from the re- 
formation, declare,* that the pra&tice was derived from the 
apoftles, and one of extenfive knowledge, though it would 
have greatly favored his caufe to deny it, yet declares that he 
never heard of any heretic who difputed the right of infants te 
baptifm. 
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it. “This then, upon Baptift principles muft be the ftate of the 
ir fl afair.—The apoftles baptized none but believing adults, and | 
th @ when they left the world, all chriftian churches had the fame 
8 B uniform practice, and knew that infants were improper fub- 
& & jeéts of baptifm: but in one or two hundred years after their 
death, atotal change took place in the fentiments and prattice 
© @ of the church, nobody knows when, or by what means. And fo 


4M filently and fecretly was this alterationeffefted, that no difpute 
ever arofe on the fubje&, and fo univerfally did it extend, that 


8 out of thoufands of churches planted in Afia, Europe, and A fri- 
© BB ca, not one as far as our information goes, retained the primi- 
5 


tive and apoftolical practice, which they had been taught. And 


fo perfe& was the oblivion which had overfpread this tranfac- 
tion, that the molt extenfively learned men, who lived m the 


; fucceeding ages, and poffeffed hundreds of books written Im 
the primitive age, which are now loft, and many of which 
were hiftories of the church, had no knowledge of this great 
revolution, but simply fuppofed that the practice which they 
purfued had been received from the apoftles. And fo little 
were they acquainted with the ideas and arguments of the 
Baptilts, that not one of them feems to have entertained a ful- 
picion that it was contrary to Scripture. If any man can éredit 
all this, why then he may be a Baptift, but for my part I think 
this fingle confequence fufficient to overthrow the opinion 
from which it flows. Until new light can be caft upon the hif- 
tory of the church for the firft ages, it will hang as a dead 
weight to the Baptilt fyfiem, and in the eye of found impartial 
reafon muft fink it. The evafion which will be attempted, is 
that there are many popifh ceremonies, which claim as ear- 
ly an origin, and may bythe fame argument be defended, 
to which I anfwer, Let it once be made appear, that any prace 
tiee of the Roman church prevailed as early, as univerfally, 
and with as little oppofition.—That by learned and good men 
it was declared to be an apoftolica: rite—and that no one 
was ever heard of by them, who denied it: and moreover let 
it be thewn, that the faid practice, is as confentaneous with 
the fpirit, and letter of the Scriptures, as infant baptifm, and 
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I will promife, not to renounce this practice, but to adopt the 
other, whatever it may be, asa part of the religion of Chrift, 

5. A fifth confequence of the Baptift fyftem is, that it ren. 
ders it impracticable to bring all the human race into the 
ehurch of Chrift, even if the time fhould come when all ‘would 
be members of Chrift’s body. The command of the Saviour is 
to ‘ baptize all nations, which feems at leaft to imply that all 
might poflibly become proper fubje&ts ‘of baptifiy: and thofe 
who infiftfo much upon the exprefs words of this commiffion 
ought to confider that thefe words do include infants, for 
they make up a large part of every nation. ‘The Scriptures 
prediét a glorious ftate of the church yet future, in which ¢ all 
shallknow the Lord from the least to the greatest.’— Now in that 
happy period it is to’ be prefumed, that a great portion of the 
human family will be regenerated from the womb ;. and that 
it will be as common for children, as foon as they can fpeak 
to give evidences of a pious difpofition, as it is now to difco- 
ver the contrary. 

But according to the Baptift fcheme, infants muff not he tak. 
en into the church, even if we knew them to be regenerated, 
and thus a part of Chrift’s lambs would be excluded from his 
fold, notwithflanding the tender regard which he fhewed to 
fuch when upon earth. To this it may be anfwered, that as 
foon as a child can fpeak, and exhibit evidences of fincere 
piety, it may be baptized, but this is inconfiftent with Baptift 
principles. According to them, the proper fubject of baptifm, 
muft make a profefiion of faith, and muft underftand che na- 
ture, and feel the obligation of the duty to be performed, 
which an infant is incapable of doing as foon as it may exhi- 
bit figns of a renewed heart. Children of three or four years 
ofage have often given fatisfaétory evidences of piety, but 
will any one fay that a child of this ape is capable of judging 
for itfelf that baptifin is a duty, and that it ought to be per- 
formed by immerfion, or by any other mode in particular ? 


I would af& then what would the Baptifts do with a child of .. 


this kind? If they would baptize it without a profefion. they 


would praQtife to a certain extent, infant baptifm, and all! the 
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common objections from the want of knowledge and under. 
ftanding in the fubjet would apply, and they would concede 
the main principle which is in contention between them and 
us. Butif they would refufe, then the difficulty above ftated 
occurs, that they would hot admit into Chrifl’s church thofe 
perfons whom he has marked, and difcovered to be his own. 
And I would alfo afk when will this age of infancy be over? 
Where fhall be drawn the line between infancy and adult age? 
Here a new difficulty meets us.—Suppofe fuch a ftate of the 
church as has been mentioned, as future—fuppofe the influe 
ences of the Holy Spirit copioufly fhed on perfons of every 
age, down to the infant of a day old— And fuppofe children 
of all ages, according to the clearnefs of their conceptions, 
exhibiting evidences of love to God, or a difpofition prompt- 
ing them to feek him and obey him, where would the Baptift 


begin in admitting thefe children into the church ? Would he 
receive the babe which could juft lifp the Savour’s name, and 


reject the fpeechlefs infant at the breaft, merely becaufe its or- 
gans were not yet formed to utterance? Or rejeéting both, would 
he fix on fome higher age as the age of difcretion ? What. 
ever period that might be, it would be an arbitrary feleétion, 
for there are none fuch clearly marked in the progrefs of hu- 
man nature, from infancy to manhood: and the adminiftra- 
tor muft neceffarily receive fome and reject others, where 
the fhades of diftin@tion would be fcarcely preceptible. 


But moreover, when the fpirit of God operates on the 


_minds of iafants, or very young perfons, the fteps of the change 
are not fo evident as in adults: and if we require what is cal- 


led ‘ An experience,’ (with which the Baptifts never difpenfe,) 
we will greatly obftruct the accefs of God’s children to him 
in the ordinances of his appointment. In fhort, upon this plan 
we would be perpetually embarraffed in receiving members 
into the church, at a time when piety would be commona- 
mong perfons of tender years. And even in the prefent ftate 
of the church, the Baptift fcheme feems better to fuit thofe 
places, where the people are without religious education, and 
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4re almoft in the condition of Heathens as to religious knows 
ledge, than thofe in which attention has been paid to the ins 
firuction of children in the principles of religion, and where 
the people have been long formed into regular churches. Hence 
the Baptifts proceed very much as if they were at the firft plant. 
ing of chriftianity ; and hence they are too favorable to the opi- 


nion, that men muft have run to fome lengths in fin and remain. 
ed fome time in unbelief, before they can be fincere converts of 
religion. They are therefore lefs. alarmed.at the vices and ex. 
travagances of youth, even their own children, and ealculate 
lefs upon the efficacy of religious education than others. And 
whether it be the effect of their principles or not, it is a fact, 
that the children of Baptifls are brought up with lefs care, and 
under fewerreflraints than thofe of any other profeffors ; and 
they are cenfequently more generally wild, and difcover lefs 
reverence for things facred than others. This is becominga 
matter of greater and greater notoriety every day, the more 
fully their fyftem comes into operation. Some of them indeed 
{peak in favor of the religious education of youth, but few of 
them practice it, and many are entirely hoftile to it. This is 
an evil of a moft ferious nature—producing a more baneful ef 
fect, than hundreds of {peculative errors, which are but flight- 
sy related to our daily praétice. If wholefome culture be not 
applied to the minds of men in their infanev, we may indeed 
in fome few cafes boaft of a more vifible change, but the ftate 
of fociety, civil and religious, will be moft deplorable. I mean 
to caft no unjuft reproaches, nor uncandid’cenfures upon this: 
fociety. Iam willing to admit, that toa certain extent they 
have been ufeful, and that many pious perfons are to be found 
amongit them ; but at the fame time I appeal to: every ims 
partial obferver, whether it be not a fact, that in thofe places 
where Baptift ehurches have been longeft eftablifhed, there is: 


a great laxity in morals among the people generally, anda | 
high degree of irreverence with refpe& to facred things a-~. 


we 


mongtt the youth in particular? 
The opinions of the Baptifts appear to me to be founded: 
8G. narrow and fuperficial views of the Scriptures. They de 
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mot confider how widely different our fituation is from that of 
the Jews and Gentiles to whom the gofpel was firft preached= 
they therefore apply thofe paflages of Scripture which had re- 
ference to the primitive ftate of the church, to the profent 
{tate without any allowance for the change of circumftances, 
They bind us down to the exprefs letter of the Scriptures by 
rules, which the Scriptures no where authorize; and often 
triumph in the mere found of words, where a liberal and juft 
interpretation of the text, would make nothing in their favor. 


Q. 





FOR THE VIRGINIA RELIGIOUS MAGAZINE. 


ee 


PHILANDER TO POLITUS. 


A series of letters on the tendency of religion to promote the 
_happine/s of mankind in the present world, 


LETTER 1. 
Sir, 


YOU exprefs furprife at my having afferted that the 
religious man has greatly the advantage of the irreligious for 
the attainment of happinefs, even in the prefent life. You 
admit that in re{pect to our eternal welfare, religion is a mate 
ter of thehigheft importance. But as to this world, you have 
always thought the gloominefs of devotion, and the innume- 
rable reftraints which religion impofes on its votaries, mutt 
greatly diminifh the number of their pleafures and the fum of 
their happinefs. You are far from being fingular in this way 
of thinking. The young, the fafhionable, the rich, the volup- 
tuous, are very generally and deeply infected with this preju- 


. dice againfk religion. They take it for granted, without feek- 


ing for any proof, that it is a fad and flavifh bondage, deftruc- 
tive of all the beft pleafures of life. By the way, I muft be 
permitted to obferve, that were this view of a religious life, 





( 3871) 
even perfedily juft, it would not afford a reafonable plea for 
the negleét of religion one fingle hour. Is not the duration 
of our life abfolutely uncertain? Are not heaven and hell, 
eternal happinefs and eternal mifery, things of infinite mo- 
ment? If then the path of religion, this thorny, uninviting, 
and miferable path, as many fuppofe it, be the only one by 
which we may efcape hell and obtain heaven, is it not mani- 
feftly our intereft, as God has made it our duty, to engage at 
once, with all earneftnefs and perfeverance, in running the 
race which is fet before us? Is it the part of wifdom to fit 


balancing between the petty pleafnres of a few years and ‘ that 
exceeding great and eternal weight of glory,’ which is the prize 
of the Chriftian ; between the little facrifices and pains of this 
fleeting life and * that undying worm, that unquenchable fire,? 
which are the inevitable portion of all who work iniquity and 
neglect religion ? Surely thefe queftions can be anfwered but 
in one way, and muft extort that abfwer immediately from 
every confiderate mind. 


But I have called this notion of a religious life a prejudice. 


T have afferted, that the very reverfe of ttistrue. And in 
my turn, E cannot but feel furprife that you fhould deem this 
affertion a novel one ; for it has been repeated among Chrifti- 
ans athoufand times. However, you'call upon me to vindi- 
cate the pofition I have taken ; and I cheerfully accept'the oh 
‘There are indeed fome intrinfic difficulties in the fubjec. 

is, in the nature of the cafe, not very eafy to cOmpare’ a 
fures of different kinds, amd to weigh them with precifion a- 
gainft each other.’ Still more difficult i is it duly to imprefs the 
refult of fuch a procefs upon a mind which has experienced 
the pleafures only of one fide of the comparifon : for fuchi is 
our nature that the idea we form of ; any fenfation, pleafure, 
or pain, which we have never felt, muft neceflarily be very 
imperfect. Yet notwithftanding thefe difficulties, fo fully am 
I perfuaded of the goodnefs of my caufe, and fo much do L . 
rely on your good fenfe and candor, that I do not doubt of 
convincing you that what has been aflerted of the tendency 
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of religion to increafe even our prefent happinefs is no idle 


fancy nor fpecious theory, but the fimple truth and matter of 


fact. 
Should I reft the decifion of this queftion folely upon the 


teftimony of thofe who havea reafonable claim to the character 
of real Chriftians, I know aot what could be objeéted to the 
mode, nor why the refult fhould be confidered inconclufive, 
And I well know what that refult would be. Confult as ma- 
ny as you pleafe of the multiplied records of religious experi- 
énce. Or confult living Chriftians, whofe fober fenfe and 
{trict veracity you acknowledge, and whofe word you would 
moft readily believe in every other cafe. It is evident that 
Chriftians alone are competent to decide on the point as a mat- 
ter of experience ; for they have known what are the pleafures 
of fin, and what are thofe of religion. Inquire of thofe efpeci- 
ally who have enjoyed all the pleafures which health and rich- 
es and honors and power and cultivated tafte and fuccefsfug 
genius could beftow, and who are now not afhamed to be the 
avowed, humble and faithful difciples of Jefus Chrift. Atk 
them whether religion has diminifhed or increafed their hap- 
pinefs. Their united anfwer will be fubftantially the follow- 
ing: ** We have tafted the pleafures of the world. We vill 
not fay that they were no pleafures: but many of them were 
produétive of far greater and more lafting pain ; and even the 
beft we have found very tranfient and unfatisfaGtory. But 
God, in his rich mercy, has now given us pleafures emphati- 
cally worthy of the name, in communion with himfelf through 
our Lord Jefus Chrift, in the keeping of his holy commands 
ments, and iti the giorious hopes infpired by his gofpel. We 
knew not what'true felicity was until we found it here. Itis 
true, religion calls for facrifices and felf-denial; and we often 
experience painful conflicts between the ficfh and the Spirit, 
between our wayward inclinations and a regard to our duty, 
Yet allthefe are abundantly compenfated by the delight of 
victory over fin, the {miles of our God, and the approbation of 
a good confcience. Even our earthly fatisfaGtions are impros 
ved by ‘the fentiments of grateful piety which religion has 






































































































gaughit us to mingle with them. Ina word, we know that we 
sare much more happy in the fervice of God than we ever were 
er could be in the ways of finful or mere worldly pleafure.” 
Some of this language may appear to you rather unintelligible ; 
but the conclufion of the whole is fuch as cannot be mifunder-. 
#tood. | 
Again. As you acknowledge the divine authority of the Bi- 
ble, its declarations will, with you, be decifive. And I think 
they are moft abundantly in my favor. I fhall, at prefent, — 
only quote two or three paflages, which appear to me plainly 
and direétly to.teach the doétrine for which I contend. ‘ The 
avays ef wisdom,—fays the wifeft of men, meaning by wif. 
dom the fame thing with religion—the ways of wisdom 
are ways of pleasantness, and all her paths are peace. She 
as a tree of life to them that lay hold upon her, and happy is 
every one that retaineth her.* ‘he Apoftle Paul afferts, that 
“ Godliness is profitable unto all things, having the promise of 
the life that now is, and of that which is to come.’t But I re- 
queft your particular attention to thofe very remarkable words 
of our bleffled Lord himfelf—‘ Verily I fuy unto you, there is 
210 man that hath left house, or brethren, or sisters or fa- 
ther, or mother, or wife or children, or lands, for my sake 
and the gospel’s, but he shall receive an hundred fold now in 
this time, houses, and brethren, and sisters, and mothers. 
and children, and lands, with persecutions ; and in the world 
40 come eternal life.’ { That is, he fhall be compenfated 
wvith happinefs an hundred-fold, even in this world, for all 
thefe loffes, and this notwithftanding the perfecutions he fhall 
Juffer ; as well as obtain everlafting felicity in heaven. Do 
not thefe texts, though a mere fpecimen of what might be ad- 
vanced, fully evince the truth of my propofition ? 
fam aware indeed, of fome apparently flrong objeétions, 
which may be deduced from the Scripture itfelf. Thefe I fhall 


at a proper time confider, and, as I hope, remove to yourfa> | 


fisfaétion. 





7 





—, 


2'rov. tii. 17, 18, +1 Tim.iv, 8. J Mark x, 29,30. 





( 374.) 
But.I defign to go farther than allthis. Befides appealing 


to the teftimony of Chriftians, and the authority of God’s | 


word, I will endeavor to fhow, from the nature of mam 
and the nature of genuine experimental religion, that the 
pofition I defend is, and muft be true. This will lead us 
into an excurfion of fome confiderable extent : but I truft 
we fhall not find it uninterefting, and I pray God it may 


be greatly ufeful to us both. For the prefent,. however, & 
will relieve your patience, by fubfcribing myfelf, &c. 
PHILANDER, 


FOR THE VIRGINIA RELIGIOUS MAGAZINE. 





AMONGST the many fources of error in the Chriftiagw 
world, may not a religious curiosity be entitled to rank amongft 
the moft fruitful? By areligious curiofity, I mean a propen» 
fity to pry into every fecret connected with religion, to unra~ 
vel its myfteries and reduce every thing to a plain, eafy and 
comprehenfible fyftem.—For this I know no better name tham 
what I have given it, although confidering it as it often is, 
the offspring of human pride, it merits a harder appellation 
— While the attention of men is direéted to the moft intereft. 
ing truths of religion, there is little or no diverfity of opinion. 
Thefe are plain and obvious, and if men would content them- 
felves by believing and praé¢tifing thefe, without attempting to 
difeover how much more may poflibly be known, it woulda 
probably contribute much more to the caufe of truth and reat 
holinefs than the exercife of fuch a curiofity ever will or cam 
do. 

That moral evil exifts—that man is naturally oppofed'to 
holinefs—that there is a neceflity for a change of heart and 
faith in the Lord Jefus Chrift, the Scriptures ftate in cha- 
racters fo legible that ‘he who runs may read.’—On thefe fub- 
jects the moft unlettered Chriftians are found to agree; and 

indeed, on thefe fubjeéts confidered fimply as truths, the 
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moft ignorant Chriftian is a good divine. —He reads what the 
Scripture ftates to be faét—he believes the ftatement—he re. 
members it and acts upon his belief, without any enquiry into 
other things whieh may be but remotely connected with thefe, 
and only mentioned in an incidental manner where thefe 
truths are exhibited at large.— With refpeét, alfo, to the per- 
fections of Deity, fo far as his character is revealed in the 
Scriptures, there is little, if any, difference of opinion—Thefe 
mentioned certainly are to us the molt interefting fubjedls 
of religion—I mean not to exclude others which are inti- 
mately connected with thefe, and concerning which, as it ref- 
pects their truth, the word of God is explicit and full. 

But ‘ vain man would be wise, though he were born as the 
wild ass’s eolt,’ not ‘contented to receive and a&t upon the plain 
truths of Scripture, he muft amufe himfelf with others which 
give more room for a difplay of lively fancy and keen conjec- 
ture.— The mode of all thefe things muft be underftood. E- 
ven the character of God muft be fo completely inveftigated, 
that little or no myftery remain attached to it—The mode of 
his government muft be underftood—his fovereignty mult be re- 
conciled with the moral agency of man—the trinity muft be 
be explained —how and when man becemes a finner—how the 
ways of God can be juftified in permitting evil to exift—whe- 


ther any plan could have been adopted by infinite wifdom bet- 
ter than the one already adopted, andinwhich we fee both 


moral and natural evil to exift.—All thefe queftions and ma- 
ny more muft be folved by the enquirer, nor will any thing 
lefs than certainty fatisfy him. So far as thefe fubjeéts can be 
clearly and certainly known from Scripture, itis doubtlefs pro- 
per and ufeful to purfue them ; for God never defigned that we 
fhould be ignorant of thofe things which he has revealed.—But 
when we take uncertain ground, where the exprefhons are 


dark and myfterious—when we labor to eftablifth an opinion & 


by far fetched inference ; our inveftigations may weary or Aen 
mufe ourfelves and others, but will not benefit the caufe of 
fimple truth.—From the effeé of fuch invefligations it would 
fometimes appear as if plain truths had been kept out of fight 
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until a theory had been formed on fubjeéts of a more intricate 
kind —A wild and uncertain fyftem is formed, the effec of 
much labor and logical reafoning—it muft be true—other things 
mult be tried by it and made toagree, or be rejected—Thus 
the plaineft truth is warped from its original defign, and made 
to {peak the language of a favorite {cheme.—The more men 
indulge this theoretical fpirit, the fonder they become of idle 
fpeculation—It is fo in other fubjecis, and fo in religion— 
Every thing muft be completely underftood in all its parts— 
Even eternity mutft be,fathomed, and incomprehenfibility come 
prehended. If in fuch a cafe the theorift himfelf flhould 
ftand firm inthe truth, others are often led into error by cir 
cuitous reafonings which they cannot underftand.—But pere 
haps it will be objected that the evil arifes not from the reas 
fons of the fpeculatift, but from the ignorance of the world, 
and thence may be infered the neceflity of increafing their 
knowledge by the very means here fenfured.— Could any cere 
tain information be obtained by fuch fpeculations, the objec- 
tion and inference would be jult, and fo far as any can be ob- 
tained, the objection will be allowed its full weight —But im- 
provement in knowledge fuppofes an additional acquaintance 
with truth, not with probabilities only ; and thefe laft are the 
general refult of a religious curiosity in the myfteries of reli- 
gion.—lIt is therefore not calculated to inform men—It may 
induce them, as it too often does the fpeculatilt himfelf, to dif- 
pife the common path in which there is neither danger nor 
glory, and excite them to conjecture what may be truth, in- 
ftead of receiving in the love of it what certaznly is. 

The mind cannot always be on the ftretch.—If, impelled by 
its own curiofity or allured by others, itis led into the mazes 
of conje&ture, it becomes weary and endeavors to find a relte 
ing place on fome certain ground—!f it has not progreffed fo 
far as to have loft fight of that on which it once ftood firm, it 
may ftill fafely return. —But it often happens that the miad 
becomes fo involved in the purfuit, that it cannot return to its 
original condition, but embraces whatever appears only pres 


bable, or becomes fceptical on every fubiett. 
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But, it will be afked, are all exertions of the human. mind te 
be checked, and is it improper to exercife 1ts powers but up. 
on plain and obvious truths? Uhe obfervations here made are 
not intended to prevent improvement, nor to cramp the ener. 
gies of the mind, but to prevent their eccentricity and direg 
their courfe—Much labor may be lott if i: is not rightly dire&. 
éd.—It is not enough to know that we ought to act, but alfo 
When and where our a@tions may be ufeful.—There are fub- 
jets, on which it is ufclefs to dwell—no difcoveries can with 
certainty be made— I hey are, io a word, beyond the reach of 
our powers—Speculations on thefe muft be ufelefs at beft, and 
they are feldom free from dangerous confequences.—One of 
the fir{t things we fhould do is to enquire what are the proper 
fubjeGts of humen knowledge—What can the human mind 

ompletely and fairly inveflligate—after this 1s determined we 
may proceed with fafety and hope for fuccefs.—It muft in the 
mean time be acknowledged that it is a nice point to decide, 
and evils may arife from a miflake on either hand—If we are 
over timid we may reft ignorant of many ufeful truths ; and 
if me overleap the bounds prefcribed to the powers of the hu- 
man mind, we are inyolved in uncertainty, and our refearch 
will be likely to terminate in error. But on religious fubjeéts 
is doubtlefs the fafefl to err onthe fide of modefty— The con. 
fequences will not be fo dangcrous—Philofophy may admit of 
many bold conj-¢tures which may neverthelefs be very harm. 
lefs, and the moft unfkilful philofopher may be a very good 
man—But religious fubje(s are much more facred—They 
fhould be handled with reverence, Onthefe, nothing conjec- 
tural fhould be admitted—God has given us certainty on all 
interelling truths, and nothing but abfolute certainty ought 
éver to fatisfy us.—If there are fubje&ts on which God has not 
given us this, thereis but little probability that it will be ob- 
tained by any human exertion.—A heathen may form conjece 
tural opinions on religion, perhaps, without a crime—He has 
nothing to guide him but conjecture founded on the works of ~ 
God—He is, at firft, ignorant of the truths of the Gofpel and 
eunnot be likely to loofe by enquiry.—Our condition. is very 
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different, God has given a revelatiou of all things really needs - 


ful for us. Beyond this he has forbidden us to fearch— The 
filence of his word on many points of controverfy as well as 
our own capacities, have fixed bounds to our curiofity.—We 
take too much upon us when we attempt to pry Into things 
which God has veiled from human view— The corrupt heart 
is always ready to prefume on forbidden ground—It is likely 
to proceed far upon it, when it has the {pecious pretext that 
it is engaged in religious enquiry. It is not our bufinefs to 
form religious fyftems, but to receive and aét upon that alrea- 
dy eftablithed on the fure bafis of everlafling truths 

Every thing cannot be known here.—Let, then, our ree 
fearches be confined within the bounds of certainty and fafety. 
Were our curiofity fatisfied by a complete knowl<: ge of thofe 
fubjects which now remains myfterious or uncertain ; it 1s pros 
bable we would prefs our enquiries flill farther—We find that 
amongft the plain truths of religion, things of a myfterious nae 
ture are incidentally mentionéd—were thefe my fteries unrae 
veled, others beyond thefe might again be brought to view in 
the courfe of the neceffary explanation—an inftaité chain of 
fubje€ts would no doubt be prefented to the mind, to difcover 
ail of which is not to be the employment of the prefent life, 
much lefs completely to underftand them—To avoid error, 
we would att wifely to let myfteries remain as they are—nes 
ver to attempt to be wife beyond what is written, nor to con. 
clude that on any fubjec&t of a myfterious kind, or one in which 
the divine character is concerned, we have come at the truth, 


. beceufe we have labored it into a comprehenfible form. 


R. 
——aE? 3'¢ ee 
FOR THE VIRGINIA RELIGIOUS MAGAZINE, 


eR? ae 


Extract from the journal ef a Virginia Missionary. 


.PASSING lately through a neighborhood where [ had 
preached feveral years ago, [ called on an old acquaintance 
‘and relative, who has for fome time paft profeffed religign. 
‘Of his‘fir awakening he gave me the fvllowing acccunts 
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“ You may remember the time when you preached at —, 
I was one of your hearers. Until that time I had been quite 
earelefs about the falvation of my foul; and for fome yearsa 
profane {wearer, and otherwife grofsly wicked- My heart was 
not affeéted by any of the folemn truths which you delivered 
on that occafion : yet from that day I felt very awful and abid. 
ing religious impreflions. WhenI faw and heard you, I was 
led to refle&t, that a few years ago we were children and play. 
mates together ; that now you were become a Chriftian, anda 
minifter of the gofpel, while I remained a miferably impenitent 
finner, under the wrath of God, and in danger every moment 
of dropping into hell. Thefe refletions produced in my mind 
the moft alarming conviétions of fin, and fo faftened them ure 
on me that they were not to be fhaken off. I was conftrained 
to betake myfelf to prayer for divine mercy ; and fo continued 
until, as I truft, I obtained the pardon of my fins by faith in 
the Lord Jefus Chrift.” 

How various are the methods of the Holy Spirit in bringing 
finners unto God! And how ftrangely does he blefs the labors 
ot his minifters often, while they feem to themfelves to be 
{pending their flrength in vain! I remember well that on the 
day referred to I concluded, with forrow of heart, that I had 
preached the gofpel without the leaft fuccefs, Yet God was 
pleafed to make me inftrumental in awakening this perfon ; and 





that not by my preaching, ftridlly peaking, but merely by my 
prefence. Let not the preacher of the gofpel defpond becaufe 
he fees no immediate and ftriking effeéts of his miniftrations, 
Go forth, meffenger of heavenly mercy, with a patient and 
cheerful {pirit; proclaim the glad tidings of falvation where-~ 
foever thou fhalt be called. * du the morning sow thy seed, and 
inishe evening withhold not thy hand; for thou knowest not 
whether shall prosper, this or that. The Lord may, by thy 
infirumentality, be performing ftrange and fecret works of 


grace, which thou knoweft not now, but which thou fhalt know... 
to thy furprife and joy hereafter. . 





PHILANDER, 
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PO ET & ¥. 
PSALM CXLY. 10. 


All thy works shall praise thee, O Lord, and thy Saints shall 
bless thee. 
%GREAT God! how wonderful art thou 
In all thy works and ways! 
To thee fhouid all thy creatures bow, 
And meditate thy praife. 


Bright feraphs that furround thy throne 
Their nobleft honours bring ; 

From blifs to mortals yet unknown 
Superior praifes fpring. 


in myflic harmony above, 
he planets roll along, 

And teach the univerfe thy love, 
‘An .never-ceafing fong ! 
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“The winds*that fweep along the fky, 
By thee direéted, breathe: 

And clouds and vapours float on high, 
Or drop in fhow’rs beneath. 


From darkeft fhades thy lightning breaks, 
And darts thy glofy near: 

Thy voice in awful thunder fpeaks, 
And fills the wretch with fear. 








Compar’d with thine immenfity, 
The fea a drop abides ; 

*Tis peopled, ebbs and flows by thee, 
And foams or gently glides. 


The fummer’s heat, the winter’s cold, 
The feafon’s all proclaim: 

As each their various {cenes unfold,— 

‘Thy goodnefs ftill the fame. 


In flow’rs, and fruits, and trees, and herbs, 
‘The earth thy bounty gives; 

And men and reptiles, beatis and birds, 

And ev'ry being lives. 


Thy mighty hand, thy watchful care, 
Direct each fleeting hour; 

4ind Nature’s countleis forms declare 

‘Thy wifdom, love, and pow’r. 


Yet in thy law alone, we view 
Thy juflice and thy grace; 
Deep truths that Nature faintly drew, 
And Reafon could not trace, 






‘But in Moriah’s work divine 
We learn the wond’rous plan, 

“Where Jultice, Love, and Mercy.join, 

To teach rebellious man, 


Eis doctrines teach, his deeds explain, 
his death aad triumphs prove 
Phe firfl and beit of truths we gain, 


dhat our great God is Love. 


ALIQVIs, 
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